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TITLE 43—PUBLIC LANDS: 
INTERIOR 

Chapter I—Bureau of Land Manage* 
ment, Department of the Interior 
Appendix—land Orders 

| Public Land Order 16831 
11888950 ) 

Colorado 


amenmng executive order no. 8957 or 
DECEMBER 3, 1041, which withdrew 
ITBL1C LANDS FOR USE OF WAR DE¬ 
PARTMENT 


. By virtue of the authority vested in the 
President, and pursuant to Executive 
Order No. 10355 of May 26. 1952, it is 

ordered as follows: 

1. Executive Order No. 8957 of Decem¬ 
ber 3,1941. which withdrew public lands 
in Colorado for use of the War Depart¬ 
ment as camp sites. Is hereby amended by 
deleting therefrom the following para¬ 
graph added thereto by Executive Order 
No. 9526 of February 28. 1945: 

The Jurisdiction granted by this order 
wall cease at the expiration of the six 
months' period following the termination 
01 the unlimited national emergency de¬ 
wed by Proclamation No. 2487 of 
27. 1941 (55 Stat. 1647). There¬ 
upon, Jurisdiction over the lands hereby 
reserved shall be vested in the Depart¬ 
ment of the Interior, and any other de¬ 
partment or agency of the Federal Gov¬ 
ernment according to their respective 
interests then ot record. The lands, 
novcvcr, shall remain withdrawn from 
ppropriatlon as herein provided until 
otherwise ordered. 

,i ^wuuvo Order No. 8957 Is further 
^tended by substituting the words "Do- 
portment of the Army” for the words 
^‘Purtn^nt* 1 wherever they 

appear. 


1 JLi5 X0cuUve Order No. 8957 of 1 
dfvHh , 3, l#4t ailecta the followli 

^senbed public lands: 




T l *S . R.WW.. 

T J* 8 R.»7W.. 

assrawr m,. 


The areas described aggregate 261.85 
acres. 

4. The Department of the Interior re¬ 
tains jurisdiction over the management 
of the surface and subsurface resources, 
including mineral resources, of the lands. 
No disposal of such resources will bo 
made except under applicable public 
land laws with the concurrence of the 
Department of the Army and. where 
necessary, only after modification of the 
provisions of this order. 

Roger Ernst. 

Assistant Secretary of the Interior . 

July 18. 1958. 

|F R. Doc. 58-5646; Filed, July 23. 1958; 

8:45 a. m ] 


TITLE 14—CIVIL AVIATION 

Chapter II—Civil Aeronautics Admin¬ 
istration, Department of Commerce 

(Arndt 811 

Part 609— Standard Instrument 
Approach Procedures 

PROCEDURE ALTERATIONS 

The standard Instrument approach 
procedures appearing hereinafter are 
adopted to become effective when indi¬ 
cated In order to promote safety. Com¬ 
pliance with the notice, procedures, and 
effective date provisions of section 4 
of the Administrative Procedure Act 
would be impracticable and contrary to 
the public interest, and therefore is not 
required. 

Part 609 is amended as follows: 

Notk: Where the general classification 
(L/MFR. ADF, VOR. TcrVOR. VOR/DMF, 
ILS. or RADAR), location, and procedure 
number (if any) of any procedure In the 
amendments which follow, are Identical with 
an existing procedure, that procedure la to 
be substituted for the existing one, as of the 
effective date given, to the extent that It 
differs from the existing procedure: where a 
procedure is cancelled, the existing procedure 
Is revoked: new procedures are to be placed 
In appropriate alphabetical sequence within 
the section amended. 

1. The low or medium frequency range 
procedures prescribed in 1609.100 <a> 
are amended to read in part: 

(Continued on next page) 
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Published dnlly. except 8und*ys. Mondays, 
and days following official Federal holidays, 
by the Federal Register Division, National 
Archives and Records Service, General Serv¬ 
ices Administration, pursuant to the au¬ 
thority contained in the Federal Register Act. 
approved July 26. 1935 (49 Stat. 600. as 
amended: 44 U. 8. C.. ch. 8B*. under regula¬ 
tions prescribed toy the Administrative Com¬ 
mittee of the Federal Register, approved by 
the President. Distribution Is made only by 
the Superintendent of Document*. Govern¬ 
ment Printing Office. Washington 25. D. O. 

The Fedeaal Registoi will be furnished toy 
mall to subscribers, free of postage, for $1.60 
per month or *15.00 per year, payable In 
advance The charge for individual copies 
(minimum 15 cents) varies in proportion to 
the size of the issue. Remit check or money 
order, made payable to the Superintendent 
of Documents, directly to the Government 
Printing Office, Washington 25, D. C. 

The regulatory material appearing herein 
Is keyed to the Coox or Fedexal Regulations. 
which Is published, under 60 titles, pursuant 
to section 11 of the Federal Register Act. as 
amended August 5, 1953. The Cook or Fet>- 
keal Rejculations Is told by the Superin¬ 
tendent of Documents. Prices of books and 
pocket supplements vary. 

There are no restrictions on the re- 
publlcatlon of material appearing in the 
Kkdesal Recistes, or the Coos or F so coal 
Regulations. 
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ing Indefinite denial order— ^612 

Indian Affairs Bureau 

Notices: 

Construction, supply and service 
contracts and negotiating 
contracts for services of engi¬ 
neering and architectural 
firms: redelegation of au¬ 
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A numerical list of the parts of the Cods 
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Title 3 p ^ e 

Chapter U (Executive orders*: 

8957 (amended by PLO 1683)... 5603 

5611 Title 7 

Chapter I: 

Part 52 (proposed)__ _ 5607 

Chapter IX: 

Part 916 (proposed) - 5608 

Title 14 

Chapter II: 

Port 609. 5«0J 


Title 43 

5623 Chapter I: 

Appendix (Public land orders* : 

1683.. 5$M 

Title 47 

Chapter I: 

Parti (proposed) — - 5611 


ILS Stand**** Iuntxcuent Aitkoach Psocedubs 

Hearing*, lvwlm**, courw# and radial* arr magnetic. Elevations and attitudes are in feet MSI,. Celltiifi ant In fort above airport elevation. Distance* vt lu uac'** 
milr*otherwise indtewlrd,rierpt visibilities which arw In statute mile*. . 

If an instrument opproarh procedure of the above type b conducted at the below named airport. It shall bit tn accordance with the following Instrument appcoacT) fo • • 

unless an approach b cMdoctM In accor da nce with a different procedure for Mich airport autliurisrd by the Administrator of Civil Aeronaut lea. Initial ■HPWSCfici 
niiide over apcdlfled routes. Minimum altitudes shall correspond with l hi we estabUabod for an routs operation in the particular area or at art forth below. 


Transit too 

Ceding and visibility minimum 

f 



Course and 
distance 

Minimum 


2 -cniinc or ko* 

Mote t*i«* 
3^nr*n«. 
filer* t*»a® 
rtk»0li 

From— 

To- 

altitude 

U«d) 

Condition 

<W knots 
or tort 

More than 
66 knots 

lot JH7* brg from AU8 Kiln and N cn 
SBO LI*!*# 

In* Vi7* brjt from AU8 Kiln and W cr» 
8RO LKK 

8KO LPK... 

Direct. 

xno 

T-dn_ 

aw-t 

XWl 

jno H. 
80» 
400-1 
fOM 

8RO UYR ___ 

Diroot_ 

*ito 

c-in . 

S-dn-17_ 

A-da .......... . 

nco-t 

400-1 

wo i 

flW*l 

400*1 

WO-2 


Procedure turn W ude N* m, 3&I Out bud. 171 lnbnd, *XJ0' within 10 isL 
Minimum altitude over facility on Dual approach era, IMCf. 

C'ra and distance, facility to airport, 167—3.6. • _ 

If visual contact not cvUbUvbed u|*on dnarrut to author lied landing tuinimitnu or if landing not accompU*hed wtlhln 3,6 miles, make right climbing turn, nr* 

.-ko I KK at Hold at W90T on N era 8RO I,Fit within 10 miles. 

Sort Prior amen gr men t (or lauding required for civil aircraft not oo official busdnaaa. ^ 

City, Son Marcos; Stale, Tav.; Airport Name. Oary AAF; Etov. f «W'; fif Class, MIC LEW: Went., SKO; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 1; Eff. Date. O Aug »; S*P An4t * * 

Ortg ; bated, »l^b. 67 
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2. The automatic direction finding procedures prescribed In S 609.100 (b) are amended to read in part: 

ADF Staxda&t IssnnusT ArraoAcn raocuxrat 

IwtuLTvrv trading*. coorw* and radlals arc magnetic. KlcTatkwi* and altitude* irr la tret MSI. Oil tor* ore la tart abov< airport elevation. Distance* Art w nautical 
mikf tinted otherwise Indicated, etorpi vtrfbmtlt* whkh sre )n statute ui lb* 

If ao instrument approach proeednrr of tbe ilxiw type Is conducted rvt the below named airport, It dull be In acecnUner with the toHowmir trwtnxmrm ippmv h procedure, 
ontot an approach a conducted ra accordance with a dratreut procedure for rach airport authorlird by the A d in in tot/ut or of Cfvll Aeronautic*. Initial upprovbes shall be 
c *je over Rprclltail routes. Minimum altitudes ihall correspond with tboae established for m root* operation la the particular area or asset forth below. 



Transition 



Ceiling 

: and vtolhillty minimum 

s 




Minimum 

Condition 

2<engliM or town 

kTore thao 
2-etiflne. 
more Ilian 
4) knots 

From— 

Tn- 

Course and 
distance 

altitude 

(tarty 

8A knots 
or kt« 

More Ilian 
05 knots 





T~dn_ 

C-dn.. 

H-dn-21_ 

A*<ln.. 

antv-i 

OTI-I 

ano-i 

WU-2 

anu i 
a«M 
500-1 
800-3 

antM. 

BOO |H 
MSI t 

two 2 


Tran? it tun to final approach courw by Radar vectoring Is authorised at 1 Mn> fK*t MEL (Otto RAPCON) when aircraft to within 30 miles (rtrbtde* nonconlroOed alrspacei of 
OUl AFB KAPCON'wn. w 

Procedure turn K skle of err. 045 Outhnd, 245 Inhrul, \uvt within tu ml. N A beyond 10 ml (nonstandard to avoid Otto A FIS traffic). 

Minimum altitude over taabty uu Qnal approach m, BO/. 

(‘ft and distance, 24J— 2 .K. * 

it visual contact not eviabltohrd upon descent to authorised landing minlmunii or If landing not neoompttohod within 2.2 ml, make on Immediate left climbing turn return in 

Hysnn l* MllW at l JD&. 

Nora. Facility to list be mnmJtorrd aurally during this procedure. 

City, Ilyannto. Plate, Mom.; Airport Name, Barnstable; Elrr s fiC; Far Clam, MllW; Mrot. 1IYA, Procedure N r o. 1, Anidt. *, F.ft. Date, 22 Aug. S*. Pup. Arndt. No 7, Du tod, 

4 Aug. 





T-<ln. 

300-1 





C-<!n, 

300-1 

fsio-l 




H-dn-34. 

400) 

oio-r 




A-tln.,. 

lijl> 2 

800-2 


jnO-W 

M<t \ 
**►2 


sfOth AKIiHAmSKShh . I_ ^ 

PnvY-.lure turn K side of art, 0M Outhnd, 2K Inhnd, 1SX/ wtlhtn 7 mlW N A beyond 7 ml. to avoid restricted area R -79. 

Minimum all It ode ovtr facility cm final approach rr>. 70»r. 

If visual contact not c*tnhtl«hcd upon dejmrnt to authorised landing mlnUuutna or If landing not acconfplhhcd within 2.7 mile*. make a left climbing turn, returning to 
Martbi's Vine yu/d MllW at I20W' and bold south. 
hrnr-.R* sod distanen, tardily to airport, 2M“- 2.7. 

Oacikw: Do not pnx**Ml outbound for approach above l.W. If nrcrunry to !o*c attitude, ahuttk In a one-minute bolding pattern-tight turn*. 015" Inbound lo MvY. 
hml/iricd area R-7W in u*« with w uatlwr oucatlikius of 2UQU 3 ur better. 

rily. Vtoryanl Haven; Btate, Mam.; Airport Name, Martha'* Vineyard; Kiev., «*'. Far. Clan*. MllW; Ident., MVY; Procedure No. I, Arndt. *; K(Y Date, 21 Aug. 5*; Sup, 

Arndt Vo 7; Ihdrd. 1 July 57 

3. The very hteh frequency omnirange iVOR) procedures prescribed in $ 609.100 <c) are amended to read In part: 

VOH Stakpaid IW/rntcioocT Arnt<uoi FbocbdvU 

Itoar togs, headings, courses and radial* arc magnetic. Elevation* and altitude* arc in feet MEL, Celling* are In tael above airport elevation. Distances arc in nautind 
wltotnlaw other wtor todlcot/d. stvpt vtolhaiilr* which ore In statute mlirr 

« an jutrument approach procedure of the above type to conducted nl the below nunol airport itatudl he in accordance with Use followtmr matrumrnt approach prondure, 
'tntow an aifpravch Is eondueWvl tn accordance wUb a different procedure tor *ur?i ntr|Wirt MiUiortocd by Um Admtntotrntor of Civil ArrociwuUcw. Initial aptiruscties shall t»c 
**to over rtxcincd routes. Mminium altiuulee shall onrrcfipond wltli tboae cstahlislied for ro route operation In the particular arra or as set forth below. 


TransUioa 

Celling and viiibUlty minimum# 

From— 

To— 

Coune nud 
dtotoAce 

Minimum 

oltirudo 

Unt) 

Condition 

2-earinr or lete 

Morv Ilian 
2*'ngine, 
more than 
W knou 

05 knots 
or keel 

More than 
ha knots 





c^in'rniiiinri 

A-dn. . 

ano-i 

toWYl 

NA 

300-1 
m*. : 

NA 




Frrxeilttrc turn North jlde of cr«, 07S* Outhnd, 2S«" Intmd. %¥& within 10 mlkw. 

Mluimaro aitltnile over facility on ftnvl approach m, 2Ca/. 

C«9 in 1 thsionoa, facility to airport, 

v*.is «not cciablbhrd upon dcsirnt to authorliMl landing mfulmume or If Laivling uol accomplished make a right climbing tom <o .>t«0 r and return to Jamr *town 
° v R ^ w ‘thln |g mile*. 

NOta: C mnenumratiumr 1. W eather and Och! coudltlotu 1218; 2. Oontact Cleveland Center tor ATC ctearuxw. 

City, Jaatostcnrn; State, N. Y.; Airport N’ame, Afunk-rpal; Kiev,, tW; Toe. Ckum t VOR; Idcnt., 1HW; Fmoedure No. 1, Aoxll. Orig.; Eft. Date. 23 Aug tot 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


4. The terminal very high frequency omnirange (TerVOR) procedures prescribed In $ 609.200 are amended to read in part: 

TlBMtNAL VOB STAMDABD IXVTBUMIKT AmtOAOl PBOCBWJBB 

IVnrmg*. headings, conr*r* and radfaUi vf miotic. Klcnttal Mid altitude* arc In frot MSI.. C^aimpi arc in feet above airport deration. Distances are to Bwtt*i 

Jd*tiTthe below named airport, tt shall bo in accordance wltbthe following instrument approach prtwviiur* 
tiniran an apfirmch H eonduetH in accordance with a omreot iirocrdnrr for *t|rh airport authorized by th* Administrator of Civil Aeronautic*. Initial approach*»>U*il tw 
mad* over tpaclAed route* M Inlmura aJtitudos tbaU cwrroepond with Umjw raUblldwd for an route operation In the iwtlcuW Irco or a* »t forUi below. 


Transition 


Ceiling 

■ and risibility minimum 

I 

Krom— 

To— 

Course and 
diftanoo 

Minimum 

alUtude 

(foci) 

Condition 

2-engitw or loa* 

Morr them 
V^urUK, 
more than 
05 knot* 

65 knot* 
or low 

More ihan 
65 knot* 





T-dn. 

200 1 
•300-1 
500-1 
*M)-2 

mat 

•x*y\ 

foot 

ft»3 

•sw-IH 

t 

ml 

C-dn. 

H-d-4.. 

A'tllL_____ 



•Night operation*— Itnnway* 11-21 «tly. ^ * 

I'rooedurr turn 8 aid* of er». VIh Outbtid, <KPt Inbnd. 1 Mi» # within )o mlW. 
Minimum altitude over facility on Analapproach era, WP. 
fVi and distance, brrakofT i*Hr»t to app end my 4 . U 44 -U. 2 J. 

If yLuiaI conturl not c*tabtklml upon desevnt to authorized 
of italbbury VOU. 


binding minimum* or if landing not aeocwnplbhrd within 0.0 mi. rtlmb to 1200* on m of GW* within 19 unto 

C’ity *nlk*bury; State, Md.; Airport Nome, Wicomico Co.; Kiev., in'; Far. Clara, BVOR-DME: Idmt., IJBY; Broeeduiw No. TvcVORH, Arndt. J; Eft. Date, 23 Auc M 
'* Sup. Amdt. No. I; Dated, 111 Nov. II 


T-dn__ 

C-dn. 

8-d-22_ 

A-<ln . . .. 


800-1 

300-1 

•iwm-r 

•300-t 

000-1 

MO-t 

WO-2 

«a>-v 


•stft 

mi i 
«0S 


•Sight operation*-Runway* 19-31 only. 

Prooodtirv turn N aide m. ivn Out bud. 2$» Inbnd, 1.W within 10 mllo*. 
Minimum ultima* over facility on Anal approach on, 


Tf T 3»! ^l. > » 1 J.T^nhiiVh^V ilp,*? uocent to *ulhort**d Uudmg minimum* or If landing not accomplished within 0.0 mile*. climb to Won* on in of 3»* witldn Hi mite* 

of Salisbury VOK. 

City, Halt* bury; State, Md.; Airport Same, Wkomlco Co.; Kiev., 8BV; Procedure No. TrrVOR-22, Amdt. 3; Efl. Dale, 23 A tig. 


T-dn. 

C-dn_ 

8-dn-*U. 

A-dO.... 



3»-t 

imo-1 


•*kio-i 

•WK-I 


50l> 1 

ftSVl 


H0O2 

tMM 


WV M 
M30-IH 
MtM 

mi 


•Sight ocprratlona—Runway 12-31 only. 

iTooxlurv turn K aide «t*. 124 Outbnd, 304 Inbnd, I3fl*y within ID mil**. 

Minimum altitude over facility on fluid apnrwwh era, <k*l\ 

lf'vbtinl contac?nut i^ubllSid*uporTde”ViiMo auiborteod landing minimum* or If landing not oceoanpUnhed within 0 0 miles, ohrob to \ W on m of »4* williin 
t*f Salisbury VOR. 

ruy Salisbury; State, Md.; Airport Nam*, wbomftoo Co.; Eler., 5T; Par. Clas*. BVOR DMK; Wont.. 81IY; Procv-lure No, TfrVOR-M. Amdl. I; K« Da^. 23 Aug- * 
x ' Sup. Arndt. No. I; Dated, ID Nov. SB, 

5 . The instrument landing system procedures prescribed In S 609.400 are amended to read in part: 

IL8 ^taxdaii) litem cm a mr Aitboacii Pa«au>cax 

Bmrlnc*. heading!, course* and radial* are magnate. Elevation* and altitude* are to feet MSU Ceilings are to feet above airport elevation. Distance* are in turillMl 
mile* unless otherwtw Indicated riocpl visIMHUe# whirl* are In ctalotr teijra. _ ... .. . .. A »vnrrtv*h nroc^laf*. 

If an insirumcni approach prorvdurc of Ibr above type l* condurUtl at the tvloir named airport. It %haJl bo Jn accordance with tb* follow mg toatnspftM approocD 
nnlra* iu) appfonrli b cioduetcd in ucoordanc* wlUi a dUJorcnt prorvdurc for wrb airport authorIred l»y the Admuiblrator ^ Civil Aeronautic* Initial approw-bc* Hal » 
made over spoetAed route®. Minimum altitude* shall correspond w lib I boat eatablbbcd for «i root* operation* to the particular ac*o or as set forth bcKrw. 


Transition 


Prom— 

To— 

Course and 

distance 

Minimum 

altlturl« 

(foKJ 

Condition 

Tcngtoo or ton 

Vforvtheo 
>e«rin* 
more U»*n 

65 knot* 
or kua 

More than 
65 knot* 

MXF LKU...... 

Catena Int_...—.......... 

Cat ana Int...—.......... 

Direct............. 

Direct.. 

SXXJ 

'JUJU 

T-dn. . 

C-«ln. 

H-du *27. 

A-tin——....... 

aovi 

4U0-1 

41SV1 

btiD-2 

WM 
mirv-l 
4«i-l 
IpOD 3 

S% 

HOI 

MOM VOR..... 


Celling and visibility minimum* 


Radar Terminal Arvo trar»*«UH«i altitude: Vnoo* within *» ftA. ....... 

I'rvcvdun* turn •« *ldr of K «v», oi^ s Outlutd. rn* Inbnd, 3*W* wtlhto 10 ml. Beyond W mi. NA. 
•Promlnn' turn nonstandard dtielo trutile. 

Mlnimuni altitude qwt Cator*a lot on Anal appcoorh cr*. l.w. 


C’r* and distance. Catena Int to airport, 273-4.1. w ,t a mi or when dir**** 

If viMial mti turl not iwUblbbcd upon dreient to authorltrd land mg minimum* or tf hauling not aocumpUdwd dbub to ITOlF on Yt cr* ILS within 3» nn «w. 
by ATC. turn left, climb to l«»‘ <m R’iW MtJM-VOR. ^ 

City, Muttigouirry; 8tote, Ala.; Airport Nam*. Danurlly PIcM; Kkv., 321'; Fac. Class, ILS; Idout. IMOM; rrowlurr No. ILS-37. Amdl. Orlg.; EA Date. -*r 
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Tran Fit Ion 

Ceiling ami vlaibiltty mlnunum* 

From— 

To— 

Conn* inxl 
dintanco 

Minimum 

attitude 

(fort> 

Con tilt Ion 

2-rngmr or Iras 

Man than 
2ct»rtn* 
more than 
Cft knot* 

46 kooi* 
or Itjs 

Mora than 
(A kaobi 

M TMi xm VOR via R-33&____ 

W era 11.8. .... 

Pliwt 

1700 

14H0 

lt<i) 

T-iln 

•MOM 

Cfl5*t 

4UM 

W-3 

•»WH 
7U» 1 
400-1 
WH 

•* JTVV- 1 4 
TTCMfi 
4ca l 
NW-3 

Uu W era tl.8 and K 235 byraruw VOR... 

Hjrtcu* LKB......«..... 

Livrrpool Int* (Final).. 

turn*. 

C-dn. 

LtvapooGm* (Finn!)... 

Direct 

8-dn-lO 




A-dn.. 


•Int W m fyractmm ILri and R-100 8yr*raw VOR. 
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William B. Davis. 

Acting Administrator of Civil Aeronautics . 
IF. R. Doc. 58-5687; Filed. July 23. 1058: 8:51 a. m | 


PROPOSED RULE MAKING 


department of agriculture 

Agricultural Marketing Service 

l 7 CFR Port 52 ) 

^ S. Standards for Grades of Dried 
Currants 1 


notice cf proposed rule making 

8^*?®*J» hereby given that the UnlU 
_ depa rtment of Agriculture 

wUh tot provlatona of the 
with of* n6t exeuae failure to oomp 
Drue ^r° vlalon * of the Federal Foo 

^8. abd Cosmetic Act. 


considering the issuance of amendments 
to the United States Standards for 
Grades of Dried Currants (7 CFR 52.981 
to 52.985) pursuant to the authority con¬ 
tained In the Agricultural Marketing Act 
of 1946 <60 Stat. 1087 et seq . as amend¬ 
ed; 7 U. S. C. 1621 ct seq.). The amend¬ 
ments as hereinafter set forth provide 
for a change In allowance for moldy cur¬ 
rants and moisture content 
All persons who desire to submit writ¬ 
ten data, views, or Arguments for con¬ 
sideration in connection with the pro¬ 
posed amendments should file the same 
with the Chief, Processed Products 


Standardization and Inspection Branch, 
Fruit and Vegetable Division. Agricul¬ 
tural Marketing Service, United States 
Department of Agriculture, Washington 
25, D. C.. not later than 30 days after 
publication In the Federal Register. 

The proposed amendments are as 
follows: 

1. In I 52.983, paragraphs <a> and (b) t 
change the moisture limit from "18 per¬ 
cent" to "20 percent," 

2. Change J 52.983 <a) (7) to read: 

<7) Not more than 3 percent, by count, 
of dried currants may be moldy; 
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3. Change 5 52.983 <b» <7> to read: 

< 7) Not more than 4 percent, by count, 
of dried currants may be moldy; 

4. In Table I of $ 52.983, change the 
line for moldy currants to read: 

Mojify OrartnU, 9 | 4 

5. In i 52.985—work sheet, change the 
line for moldy currants to read: 

Moldy currant* ...^.l 1| 4 

(Sec. 205. SO Suit. 1000. &a amended; 7 
U. 8. C 1624) 

Dated: July 18, 1958. 

I seal 1 Rot W. Lexnartson, 

Deputy Administrator. 
Marketing Services. 

IF. R. Doc. 58-5050; Filed, July 23, 1058; 
8:47 a. m | 


[ 7 CFR Port 916 ] 

| Docket No. AO-247-A5| 

Handling or Milk in Upstate Michigan 
Marketing Area 

NOTICE or RECOMMENDED DECtSJpN AND 

OPPORTUNITY TO TILE WRITTEN EXCEP¬ 
TIONS WITH RESPECT TO PROPOSED 

AMENDMENTS TO TENTATIVE MARKETING 

AGREEMENT AND TO ORDER 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Agri¬ 
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937. as amended (7 U. S. C. 801 et seq), 
and the applicable rules of practice and 
procedure governing the formulation of 
marketing agreements and marketing 
orders (7 CFR Part 900), notice is 
hereby given of the filing with the Hear¬ 
ing Clerk of this recommended decision 
of the Deputy Administrator, Agricul¬ 
tural Marketing Service. United States 
Department of Agriculture, with respect 
to proposed amendments to the tentative 
marketing agreement, and order regu¬ 
lating the handling of milk in the Up¬ 
state Michigan marketing area. Inter¬ 
ested parties may flic written exceptions 
to this decision with the Hearing Clerk. 
United States Department of Agricul¬ 
ture, Washington. D. C., not later than 
the close of business the 10th day after 
publication of this decision in the Fed¬ 
eral Register. The exceptions should 
be filed In quadruplicate. 

Preliminary statement. The hearing 
on the record of which the proposed 
amendments, as hereinafter set forth, 
to the tentative marketing agreement 
and to the order, were formulated, was 
conducted at Traverse City. Michigan, 
on May 20. 1958. pursuant to notice 
thereof which was issued April 25, 1958 
(23 F. R. 2932). 

The material issues on the record of 
the hearing relate to: 

1. The price for Class I milk; 

2 . Individual-handler pools and pool 
plant qualification requirements of dis¬ 
tributing plants and supply plants; 

3. Producer definition: 

4. Allocation of producer milk and 
other source milk in Class II and Class 
III utilization; 

5. Transfers to nonpool plants; and 

6 . Administrative assessment 
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Findings and conclusions. The fol¬ 
lowing findings and conclusions on the 
material issues are based on evidence 
presented at the hearing and the 
record thereof: 

I. The price for Class 1 milk. The 
Class I price differentials for each month 
shoud be retained with the present sea¬ 
sonal variations and at the same annual 
level. 

Under the provisions of the order 
Class I price provisions would have ex¬ 
pired on June 30. 1958. On the basis of 
the record of this hearing the terminat¬ 
ing provision has been suspended for 
July and August, 1958. pending further 
consideration of continuing pricing pro¬ 
visions and other issues of the hearing. 
Class I price differentials added to a 
basic formula price under the order are 
$1.05 during the months of February 
through June and $1.45 during the 
months of July through January. These 
seasonal changes and the level of the 
Class I price differentials were made 
effective in October 1956, following the 
introduction of seasonal pricing In the 
Detroit market, which became effective 
in the Detroit order. September 1956. 
Seasonal changes In the Class I price 
differentials in the Muskegon order, fol¬ 
lowing the same seasonal pattern as this 
order, have been made as of July l. 1958. 
These revisions have been made in rec¬ 
ognition of the need for alignment of 
prices among the Upstate Michigan, 
Muskegon and Detroit federal order mar¬ 
kets. Regular supplemental supplies of 
milk priced under the Detroit order are 
received by a handler under the Upstate 
Michigan order. Other supplemental 
supplies of milk are received from han¬ 
dlers under the Muskegon order. The 
need for alignment of prices among these 
markets has been established on pre¬ 
vious records. No evidence was intro¬ 
duced on this record which diminishes 
this need for maintaining the alignment 
of prices now established for these 
markets. 

The percentage of producer receipts 
utilized as Class I milk ho s increased ap¬ 
proximately 2 percent, on a monthly 
average basis, from 1956 to 1957. Pro¬ 
ducer receipts classified as Class I milk 
during the period October 1956 through 
January 1957 averaged 83 percent. For 
a similar period beginning In October 
1957 this average was 85 percent. These 
four of the seven months when the 
higher rate of Class I price differentials 
applies In computing the Class I price 
arc those for which there are compa¬ 
rable data. Producer receipts classified 
as Class I milk for February. March, and 
April. 1956. averaged 76 percent. During 
the same months of 1957. the average 
was 77 percent. Since July 1956 pre¬ 
mium prices have been paid in this 
market for every month except July and 
August, 1957. These prices have ex¬ 
ceeded Class I prices under the order by 
amounts that have been as much as 64 
cents. Tills balance of producer re¬ 
ceipts and Class I milk has been main¬ 
tained with these prices somewhat above 
order prices. 

The introduction of a supply-demand 
adjustment factor in the Class I price 
formula should be delayed until the 


market has had further experience under 
the present provisions of the order. 
Marketwide pooling provisions have been 
in effect less than a year under this 
order. Seasonal pricing in this market 
Is of recent origin having been effective 
since October 1956. It can be expected 
that these factors will change the balance 
of the supply and demand in this mar¬ 
ket. At a future date, when more ex¬ 
perience has been gained under these 
provisions, consideration may be given to 
the inclusion of a supply-demand ad¬ 
justor. In view of these factors, it is 
concluded that the present level of Class 
I price should be continued without in¬ 
clusion of automatic adjustment features 
other than the seasonal changes in the 
basic formula price. 

Certain handlers recommended that 
the Class I price differential of $1.45 over 
the basic formula price for the month of 
January be reduced to $1.05. These 
handlers claim to have received increas¬ 
ing supplies of producer milk In excess 
of their Class I requirements during Jan¬ 
uary 1957 and 1958. The total producer 
milk classified as Class I milk has in¬ 
creased from 76 percent in January 1954 
to 82 percent in January 1958. These 
percentages are in each case almost 
identical with those for the preceding 
December. Similarly, producer milk 
classified as Class I milk has increased 
from 72 percent In February 1956 to 81 
percent In February 1958. Although in¬ 
dividual handlers may experience sur¬ 
plus supplies of milk in January, the 
market experience at this time does not 
warrant reduction of the Class I price 
differential for January. 

Therefore. It is concluded that the 
current order Class I price differentials 
of $1.05 for the months of February 
through June, and $1.45 for the months 
of July through January should be con¬ 
tinued. 

2. The present marketwide type of 
pool and pool plant provisions should be 
retained. 

This order was amended, effective Au¬ 
gust 1, 1957. to provide that return* to 
producers be distributed on the basts of 
a marketwide pool. The cooperative 
association representing a majority of 
producers, under the previous individual- 
handler pooling arrangement, was re¬ 
quired to handle virtually all of the sur¬ 
plus milk of the market. Handlers with 
agreements with this association re¬ 
ceived only the volumes of milk necessary 
for their fluid milk requirement These 
handlers depended on this association to 
provide supplemental supplies of milk 
and to handle their surplus milk. This 
situation has continued to the present 
time. 

Another cooperative association with a 
fluid milk plant regulated under the Up* 
state Michigan order and a supply plant 
regulated under the Detroit order pro¬ 
posed returning to an individual-handier 
pool basis. It w'as pointed out that no 
plant under this order provides facilities 
for manufacture of surplus milk from 
the cooperative's fluid milk plant. They 
contend that Individual-handler poou 
would permit greater returns to their 
producers who have reduced the season¬ 
ality in their production to a greater ex- 
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tent than the average of the remaining 
producers on the market. Producer 
members of this cooperative have farms 
located In an area in which competition 
for supplies from Detroit and unregu¬ 
lated markets exceeds that of the Up¬ 
state Michigan market. A handler also 
joined In the proposal for individual- 
handle r pooling. 

Handlers have continued to depend on 
the bargaining cooperative association, 
which docs not have a fluid milk plant, 
to handle practically ail of the excess 
milk and to provide supplemental sup¬ 
plies of milk. It was not demonstrated 
that handlers had changed their meth¬ 
ods of operations .significantly during 
the 10 month period that this market 
bss been on a marketwide pool basis. 
The cooperative association which oper¬ 
ates a distributing plant assumes the 
responsibility of procuring supplies of 
milk for its own bottling requirements 
and handling any excess production of 
Its members. However, most handlers 
depend on the bargaining cooperative to 
perform these functions. In view of 
these marketing conditions, the market- 
wide pool should be continued. 

The cooperative association with a 
fluid milk operation proposed that if 
individual - handler pools were not 
adopted, then distributing plant require¬ 
ments should be revised to exclude 
plants distributing less than 30 percent 
of producer receipts as fluid milk prod¬ 
ucts during the month in the marketing 
area. Under this proposal this associa¬ 
tion’s plant would be fully regulated dur¬ 
ing the months of July and August and 
only partially regulated during other 
months. 


A distributing plant becomes regu¬ 
lated when distribution of either 150.000 
pounds or more, or 20 percent or more of 
producer receipts as fluid milk products 
umadc in the marketing area during the 
juonth. The proposed elimination of 
we volume standard and increase in 
wc percentage requirement to 30 per¬ 
cent for pool status would provide op¬ 
portunity for plants with considerable 
volumes of milk to enter this small mar¬ 
ket under partial regulation. The major 
volume of sales in the market has con- 
25 « to t* 5 by numerous small handlers 
Jith plants located throughout the area, 
jtne proponent, however, disposes of ap¬ 
proximately 12 percent of the total in- 
ana Hales of the market, in addition 
w more extensive out-of-area sales, 
nils proposal to permit the shift from 
to partial regulation dur- 
au months except July and August 
tn^L^ ause ^stability in the market 
Aquations in sales and pro- 
receipts. Other nearby unregu- 
wfm?^ P iT nts ^ large volumes of milk 
Dior!/ . e toe same opportunity as this 
A situation could then result 
th . r l b> L. a ma J°r portion of the sales in 
SL^rfcaUng area would not be in- 
in . in the pool. For these reasons it 

of diSriK 4 ?? that the Propose revision 
E^buto* Plant standards should be 

dckm cooperative association pro- 
DW shipment to a distributing 

at » 3 i° of producer receipts 

^PPly plant should be sufficient to 


qualify the supply plant for pool status. 
It was also proposed that continued ship¬ 
ment of 30 percent of producer receipts 
by a supply plant to a distributing plant 
during each of the months of July 
through November would qualify a 
supply plant regardless of shipments 
through the following November. This 
plant at times has provided supplemental 
supplies of milk to handlers in the mar¬ 
ket. but for an extended period of time 
furnished no milk to regulated handlers. 
On the basis of experience since adoption 
of marketwide pooling, the present re¬ 
quirements provide reasonable stand¬ 
ards for qualification in a market of this 
type. There was no showing that the 
present shipping standards for supply 
plants do not reflect the degree of asso¬ 
ciation wit!) the market on which pool 
plant status should depend. The pro¬ 
posed reduction in supply plant stand¬ 
ards is therefore denied. 

3. Producer definition. The order 
should specify more definitely the past 
association with the market required of 
producers whose milk is to be included 
In the marketwide pool when diverted 
for the account of a handler or coopera¬ 
tive association. 

The cooperative association represent¬ 
ing a substantial majority of the pro¬ 
ducers whose milk is delivered to pool 
plants of proprietary handlers in the 
Upstate Michigan market accepts the 
responsibility for marketing producer 
milk in excess of the needs of many 
of these handlers by diversion from farms 
to nonpool plants. Such diversions may 
represent either seasonal surpluses or 
those resulting from daily sales fluctua¬ 
tions of pool plants with limited storage 
and manufacturing facilities. 

This cooperative association requested 
that the order specify a standard of asso¬ 
ciation with the market so that they 
would know the producers eligible for 
pooling through diversion. Prior to 
adoption of the market wide pooling pro¬ 
visions (August 1. 1957) a limited stand¬ 
ard of such association defined the ‘ as¬ 
sociated producers’* eligible to share in 
a handler’s utilization on milk which the 
handler neither received nor diverted. 
Receipt at a handler’s plant during the 
preceding November was required. 

A more realistic standard of associa¬ 
tion with the market for purposes of 
identifying qualified dairy fanners eli¬ 
gible for producer status on diverted 
milk would be delivery to a pool plant 
on half or more of the delivery days of 
any three of the preceding twelve months 
or on any three days of the current or 
immediately preceding month. The 
Upstate Michigan market has two periods 
in which it may be expected that milk 
of all producers will be needed regularly 
in the market, the July-August tourist 
season of increased sales, and the Octo- 
ber-December period of lowest produc¬ 
tion. Delivery to a pool plant on half 
of the delivery days (recognizing thereby 
the alternate day delivery of bulk tank 
producers) in any three of the preced¬ 
ing twelve months is a reasonable mini¬ 
mum qualification for pooling of diverted 
milk. Provision should also be mado 
for those producers currently delivering 
milk to a pool plant whose milk may be 


diverted. Accordingly delivery in the 
preceding month or prior delivery in the 
current month should also qualify di¬ 
verted milk for pooling. It Is concluded 
that these standards should be included 
in the order. 

4. Allocation, Provision should be in¬ 
cluded to allocate producer milk to Class 
II use in a handler's plant in July and 
August in a volume commensurate with 
his uses in other months if other source 
milk thereby allocated to Class I use is 
priced under another order. 

Class I sales in the Upstate Michigan 
marketing area are substantially higher 
during the vacation season of July and 
August than at other periods of the year. 
For 1957 daily average sales in July and 
August were 50 and 57 percent respec¬ 
tively above the averages for other 
months. For some handlers the in¬ 
crease is even greater; in some cases 
July and August sales are from two to 
three times those of other months. 

It is uneconomical for the market to 
develop local production of milk ade¬ 
quate for the July and August business. 
To do so would require carrying substan¬ 
tial surpluses throughout other months 
of the year. July and August ore 
months in which milk supplies are avail¬ 
able from other markets which have 
seasonal surpluses at that time. 

Under the present provisions of the 
order in July and August all producer 
receipts of many handlers are, except for 
allowable plant loss, priced os Class I 
milk. Handlers must import, for these 
months, either in finished form or as 
raw materials, the Class n items such as 
cream, cottage cheese and ice cream mix 
with which a number of such handlers 
complement their fluid milk sales. As 
a consequence, many handlers have dis¬ 
continued manufacture of these prod¬ 
ucts entirely, and Class n usage in the 
market represents only 2 to 3 percent 
of producer receipts, while a cooperative 
association must divert mUk for manu¬ 
facturing use as Class XU milk at a lower 
return. 

Handlers and producers agree that 
provisions which would retain in Class 
II a reasonable amount of producer milk 
In July and August for the handler who 
has regularly used milk for Class II use in 
other months would contribute to 
orderly marketing in the Upstate Mich¬ 
igan area. It is concluded that, up to 
the lesser of the weighted average per¬ 
centage that Class n utilization was of 
producer receipts in the preceding 10- 
month period of September through 
June, or 8 percent, producer receipts 
should be allocated to Class H milk in 
preference to milk priced under another 
order. This will provide a reasonable 
minimum basis upon which to observe 
effectiveness of the provision in en¬ 
couraging Class n use in other months 
of milk now used in Class HI. Producer 
milk should not yield priority of alloca¬ 
tion to unpriced other source milk, as it 
is normal practice for some unpriced 
solids in concentrated form to be used 
in certain of the Class II products 
involved. 

5. Transfers to nonpool plants . The 
rules for classification of milk trans¬ 
ferred to a nonpoo! plant should not be 
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changed to require that such milk have 
prior claim on the highest class utiliza¬ 
tion at the nonpool plant. The rule 
should be modified, however, to provide 
Class I classification to the extent that 
such utilization at the nonpool plant ex¬ 
ceeds receipts at such plant from in¬ 
spected dairy farmers plus milk classified 
as Class I milk under the Detroit order. 

The Upstate Michigan order presently 
permits classification of milk transferred 
to a nonpool plant to be at any classifica¬ 
tion claimed if use of an equivalent vol¬ 
ume of milk in such class can be verified. 
It was proposed that milk so transferred 
should be allocated to the highest avail¬ 
able use at the nonpool plant, except for 
April, May or June, when the milk so 
transferred would be allocated to the 
lowest available use. 

The proposed provision would be Iden¬ 
tical with that of the order for the De¬ 
troit marketing area. That provision 
was adopted In the Detroit order to dis¬ 
courage the practice of nonpool handlers 
with Class I disposition from depending 
upon the Detroit pool to carry their daily 
and seasonal reserves. There is no evi¬ 
dence. however, that operators of non¬ 
pool plants nave depended upon Upstate 
Michigan supplies for such reserves. No 
handler operating an Upstate Michigan 
pool plant operates a nonpool bottling 
plant. This Is in contrast to the situa¬ 
tion where a number of Detroit handlers 
operate distributing plants serving other 
areas. 

This order assigns prior claim to the 
Class I sales of pool plants to Upstate 
Michigan producers. Similarly, under 
the circumstances prevailing In this 
market, transfers to nonpool plants 
should not claim priority over the re¬ 
ceipts at such plants from the inspected 
producers regularly supplying such plant. 
There is the probability that both Upstate 
Michigan and Detroit pool milk may be 
transferred to the same nonpool plant. 
In view of the Detroit provisions, priority 
should also be yielded to the milk re¬ 
quired to be classified as Class I under 
that order. Any higher class utilization 
in excess of such receipts should be allo¬ 
cated to the pool milk transferred to the 
nonpool plant. As is currently provided, 
the same rules should apply in deter¬ 
mining the utilization of any milk that 
may be transferred from the nonpool 
plant to a second plant. 

6. Administrative assessment . The 
administrative assessment of 5 cents per 
hundredweight of milk should continue 
to apply to all producer receipts, and 
other source milk which is allocated to 
Class I milk in pool plants. Such other 
source milk should, however, be limited 
to that not priced under another order. 

The cooperative association represent¬ 
ing a majority of producers proposed 
that the administrative assessments be 
revised to apply only to milk classified 
as Class I milk. This association han¬ 
dles the major portion of the diverted 
milk from handlers in this market and 
thus pays administrative assessment on 
such diverted milk which is used for 
manufacturing purposes. This group 
claims that this assessment increases the 
costs to the association's members in pro- 
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vlding outlets for surplus milk to han¬ 
dlers. 

Verification of receipts, utilization and 
payments is required of all handlers re¬ 
gardless of the utilization of milk by a 
particular handler. Equity in sharing 
the cost of administration of the order 
among handlers Is achieved under the 
present provisions. 

The cooperative association with no 
Class I utilization of its own may act as 
the handler for a substantial portion of 
the surplus milk of the market. Tills 
situation, however, is not unique and does 
not provide a basis for exception to the 
universal practice in all Federal orders 
of applying assessment for administrative 
expense to producer receipts used in ail 
classes. In the event the normal operat¬ 
ing balance of the administrative assess¬ 
ment fund is reached, it is possible to 
reduce the rate of administrative assess¬ 
ment as it applies to producer receipts 
under the provisions of the order. 
Therefore, the proposed limitation of the 
administrative assessment to Class I milk 
Is denied. In view, however, of the in¬ 
creased volumes of milk priced under 
other orders that may be allocated to 
Class I utilization under the amended al¬ 
location rules discussed elsewhere in this 
decision, it is considered appropriate to 
limit the other source milk for which 
administrative assessment is computed to 
that not priced under another order. 

Rulings on proposed findings and con¬ 
clusions. Briefs and proposed findings 
and conclusions were filed on behalf of 
certain interested parties in the market. 
These briefs, proposed findings and con¬ 
clusions and the evidence in the record 
were considered In making the findings 
and conclusions set forth above. To the 
extent that the suggested findings and 
conclusions filed by interested parties 
are inconsistent with the findings and 
conclusions set forth herein, the requests 
to make such findings or reach such con¬ 
clusions are denied for the reasons pre¬ 
viously stated in this decision. 

General findings. The findings and 
determinations hereinafter set forth are 
supplementary and In addition to the 
findings and determinations previously 
made in connection with the issuance of 
the aforesaid order and of the previously 
issued amendments thereto: and all of 
said previous findings and determina¬ 
tions are hereby ratified and affirmed, 
except insofar as such findings and de¬ 
terminations may be in conflict with the 
findings and determinations set forth 
herein. 

(a) The tentative marketing agree¬ 
ment and the order, as hereby proposed 
to be amended, and all of the terms and 
conditions thereof, will tend to effectuate 
the declared policy of the act: 

< b> The parity prices of milk as deter¬ 
mined pursuant to section 2 of the net 
arc not reasonable in view of the price 
of feeds, available supplies of feeds, and 
other economic conditions wlilch affect 
market supply and demand for milk in 
the marketing area, and the minimum 
prices specified in the proposed market¬ 
ing agreement and the order, os hereby 
proposed to be amended, are such prices 
as will reflect the aforesaid factors, in¬ 


sure a sufficient quantity of pure and 
wholesome milk, and be in the public 
Interest: and 

<c) The tentative marketing agree¬ 
ment and the order, as hereby projxwed 
to be amended, wrill regulate the handling 
of milk in the same manner as. and will 
be Applicable only to persons in the re¬ 
spective classes of industrial and com¬ 
mercial activity specified in, a marketing 
agreement upon which a hearing ha* 
been held. 

Recommended marketing agreement 
and order amending the order. The fol¬ 
lowing order amending the order regulat¬ 
ing the handling of milk in the Upstate 
Michigan marketing area Is recom¬ 
mended as the detailed and appropriate 
means by which the foregoing conclu¬ 
sions may be carried out. The recom¬ 
mended marketing agreement is not 
included In this decision because the 
regulatory provisions thereof would be 
the same as those contained in the order, 
as hereby proposed to be amended : 

1. Amend i 916.11 to read as follows: 

8 016.11 Producer. “Producer" means 
any qualified dairy farmer whose milk U 
received directly from the farm at a pool 
plant. “Producer'* shall also include s 
qualified dairy farmer with respect t# 
milk diverted from a pool plant to a non¬ 
pool plant for the account of a handler 
or cooperative association, if milk of such 
qualified dairy farmer was previously 
received at a pool plant (a) on any three 
days of the current or Immediately pre¬ 
ceding month or <b> on half or more of 
the delivery days of any three of the 
immediately preceding twelve months. 
Milk so diverted shall be deemed to have 
been received at the pool plant from 
which diverted if for the account of the 
operator of such pool plant, and nt a pool 
plant at the location of the plant from 
which diverted, if diverted for the ac¬ 
count of a cooperative association from, 
the pool plant of another handler. 

2. Amend 8 916.43 (b) to read as 
follows: * 

(b) 8klm milk and butterfat disposed 
of by a handler from n pool plant to • 
nonpool plant in the form of milk or skim 
milk shall be Class I utilization If so 
reported by the handler, or unless the 
market administrator is permitted to 
audit the records of receipts and utiliza¬ 
tion at such nonpool plant, in which case 
the classification of all skim milk aim 
butterfat at such nonpool plant shaU be 
determined and the skim milk and but¬ 
terfat transferred from the pool plant 
shall be allocated to the highest use re¬ 
maining after allocating, in series be¬ 
ginning with Class I. receipts from dairy 
farmers w’ho are the regular source oi 
supply of inspected milk for such plan* 
and receipts from plants regulated under 
Part 924 of this chapter for the Detroit. 
Michigan, marketing area. If any mux 
is transferred from such plant to a sec¬ 
ond nonpool plant, the same conditions 
of audit, classification and allocation 
shall apply in determining classification. 

3. Amend 8 916.46 to read as follows: 

8 916.46 Allocation of butterfat clas¬ 
sified. The pounds of butterfat remain- 
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tng after making the following computa- 
lions shall be the pounds in each class 
allocated to milk received from pro¬ 
ducers: 

ta> Subtract from the total pounds of 
butterfat in Class n utilization, the 
pounds of butterfat shrinkage allowed 
pursuant to § 916.41 <b) (3); 

rb> Subtract from the pounds of but¬ 
terfat remaining in each class the pounds 
of butterfat contained in milk or milk 
products received in packaged form 
which were classified and priced under 
another marketing agreement or order 
issued pursuant to the Act and disposed 
of In the same form as received: 

(c) Subtract from the pounds of but¬ 
terfat remaining in each class, in series 
beginning with the lowest priced utiliza¬ 
tion, the pounds of butterfat remaining 
in other source milk not subject to the 
Class 1 pricing provisions of an order 
issued pursuant to the act: 

<d) For the months of July and Au¬ 
gust only, subtract from the pounds of 
butterlat remaining in Class II the least 
of: 

tl) Such remainder: 

<2> A percentage of butterfat In re¬ 
ceipts of producer milk equal to the 
weighted average percentage that Class 
n utilization (exclusive of shrinkage and 
inventory) was of producer receipts dur¬ 
ing the preceding months of September 
through June; or 

(3) 8 percent of receipts of butterfat 

in producer milk. 

<e> Subtract from the pounds of but¬ 
terfat remaining in each class, in series 
beginning with the lowest priced utiliza¬ 
tion, the pounds of butterfat remaining 
In other source milk subject to the Class 
I pricing provisions of another order ls- 
roed pursuant to the act; 

<f> Subtract from the remaining 
pounds of butterfat in Class n and Class 
*. in series beginning with Class n, the 
pounds of butterfat in inventory of fluid 
milk products and cream on hand at the 
beginning of the month: 

Subtract from the remaining 
pounds of butterfat in each class, the 
pounds of butterfat received from other 
handlers in such classes pursuant to 
H16 43 < tt) ; an< i 

<h t Add to the remaining pounds of 
butterfat in Class II utilization the 
Pounds subtracted pursuant to para- 
Oapns <a) and <d) of this section: 
u* If the remaining pounds of butter- 
cla * <iscs exceed the pounds of 
oytterfat in milk received from pro- 
jjwers. subtract such excess from the 
pounds of butterfat in each 
ZrflT 1 series beginning with the lowest - 
Priced utilization. 

8 916.51 (a) by deleting the 
Provision as follows: "Through June 30. 

*• ln » 916 CO (b) delete "S 916.46 »e>** 
f substitute thcrelor “t 916.46 (1)". 

,A ta 5 916.60 (cl (1) delete "J 916.48 
If,. antl iu b»tltute therefor "S 916.46 

uJ.J? !“?«> <c> <a) change the 
SSSfc H 6 * 1 8l «t«nent "(except as 
10 "(except as shrinkage and 
Pursuant to { 916.46 (d>) 

No. 144 - .3 


8. In $916.74 change *'$8 916.46 and 
916.47" to "5 916 46 <c> and the cor¬ 
responding step of 5 916.47". 

Issued at Washington, D. C. t this 21st 
day of July 1958. 

f SEAL 1 F. R. BUKKR. 

Acting Deputy Administrator. 

ir. R. Doc 58-5685: Filed. July‘23. 1958; 
8:51 am.) 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[ 47 CFR Part 1 1 

| Docket No. 12509 J 

Dismissal or Amendment or Competing 
Broadcast Applications 

ORDER EXTENDING TIME FOR FILING 
COMMENTS 

In the matter of amendment of 
$5 1.311, 1.312 and 1.363 of the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules, concerning dismissal or 
amendment of competing broadcast 
applications. 

1. The Commission has before it for 
consideration a petition filed on July 14. 
1958. by the Federal Communications 
Bar Association requesting that the time 
for filing comments in the above-entitled 
proceeding be extended from July 28. 
1958. to September 26.1958. 

2. The Association states that its 
members arc vitally Interested in the 


subject matter of the proceeding and that 
it has had the proposed rule changes 
under study since the release June 30. 
1958. of the notice of rule making herein. 
It urges that the additional time required 
is needed to afford the Association suf¬ 
ficient time to determine whether it will 
be feasible to prepare comments express¬ 
ing the views of the Association and. if 
this is not feasible, to afford members of 
the Association who desire to submit 
individual comments ample time to do so. 

3. Upon considering the representa¬ 
tions of the petitioner, the Commission 
believes that the public interest, con¬ 
venience and necessity would be served 
by affording the additional time required 
for filing comments. 

4. Accordingly . it t* ordered. That the 
aforesaid request of the Federal Com¬ 
munications Bar Association Is granted; 
that the time for filing comments in the 
above-entitled proceeding Is extended 
from July 28. 1958. to September 26. 
1958; and that the time for filing reply 
comments is extended from August 12. 
1958. to October 13. 1958. 

Adopted: July 17,1958. 

Released: July 21.1958. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

I seal ] Mart Jane Morris. 

Secretary . 

|P. R. Doc. 58-5866: Filed. July 23. 1958; 
8:49 a. m | 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

Office of tho Secretary 

[Office of Defense Lending Order 1-1J 
Director, Office of Defense Lending 
assignment of functions 

By virtue of the authority vested in me 
as Assistant Secretary of the Treasury 
by Treasury Department Order No. 181-3 
dated December 7. 1954 (19 F. R 8488) 
and Treasury Department Order No. 185 
dated June 28. 1957 (22 F. R. 4730), it is 
ordered &s follows: 

1. Paragraph 2 of Office of Defense 
Lending Order No. 1 dated July 1, 1957 
(22 F. R. 5613) is hereby amended by 
adding at the end thereof a new sentence 
reading as follows: "In the absence or 
disability of both the Director and the 
Assistant Director, the Chief Counsel, 
Office of Defense Lending, sliall perform, 
as Acting Director, all of the functions 
assigned to the Director." 

2. Tills order shall be effective July 
15. 1958. 

Dated: July 15. 1958. 

(seal! Laurence B. Robbins, 

Assistant Secretary 
of the Treasury. 

[F, R. Doc 58-5688: Filed. July 23. 1958; 

8:51 a. m j 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Indian Affairs 

(Order No. 568. Arndt. 6| 

Construction. Supply and Service Con¬ 
tracts and Negotiating Contracts for 
Services of Engineering and Archi¬ 
tectural Firms 

REDELEGATION OF AUTHORITY 

Order 566 (19 F. R. 3971), as amended 
(20 F. R. 2092. 5703; 21 F. R. 2290, 7460, 
8219) is revised to read as follows: 

Section 1. Redelegation of authority 
and designation of Contracting Officers. 
(a) The authority delegated to the Com¬ 
missioner of Indian Affairs by the Secre¬ 
tary of the Interior in Order 2783 <20 
F. R, 425) to negotiate, without advertis¬ 
ing. in accordance with Title III of the 
Federal Property and Administrative 
Services Act of 1949, as amended (41 
U. S. C. 251 et seq.) under section 302 (c) 
(4 j of that act. contracts for services of 
engineering and architectural firms and 
Order 2509. as amended, pertaining to 
construction, supply and service con¬ 
tracts. irrespective of the amounts in¬ 
volved. is redelegated to each of the 
following officials or any one acting for 
them: The Deputy Commissioner; the 
Assistant Commissioner, Administration; 
the Chief. Branch of Plant Design and 
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Construction and Area Directors. Each 
of those officials, or any one acting for 
them, is also designated as and Is author¬ 
ized to perform the duties of Contracting 
Officer. 

<b) The Chief, Branch of Property 
and Supply, or any one acting for him, 
is authorized to enter into contracts for 
supplies, equipment and services irre¬ 
spective of the amount involved, and 
perform the duties of Contracting Officer 
in regard to such contracts. 

<c> The Administrative Officer. 
Branch of Plant Design and Construc¬ 
tion. or any one acting for him. may 
enter into contracts for supplies, equip¬ 
ment and services and perform the du¬ 
ties of Contracting Officer in regard to 
such contracts in amounts not to exceed 
$10,000 for any one contract. 

Sec. 2. Authorized representative of 
Contracting Officers, (a) The Chief. 
Branch of Plant Design and Construc¬ 
tion, or any one acting for him. is desig¬ 
nated as and may perform the duties of 
the authorized representative of the 
Contracting Officer os such term is used 
in such contracts for contracts entered 
into by the Deputy Commissioner and 
Assistant Commissioner, Administration, 
or any one acting for them. 

<b) The Assistant Chief, and the 
Chiefs of the Architectural. Engineering, 
and Operations Sections, of the Branch 
of Plant Design and Construction, or any 
one acting for them, are severally des¬ 
ignated as and may severally perform 
the duties of the authorized representa¬ 
tive of the Contracting Officer as such 
term is used in contracts entered into by 
the Chief. Branch of Plant Design and 
Construction, or any one acting for him. 

(O The Chiefs of the following units, 
Administrative; Contract; Construction 
Supervision; Cost Estimating; Civil En¬ 
gineering ; Electrical Engineering; 
Health Facilities; Mechanical Engineer¬ 
ing; Plans Production; Project Manage¬ 
ment; Project Planning; Sanitary En¬ 
gineering; Specifications; and Structural 
Engineering, or any one acting for them, 
arc severally designated as and may sev¬ 
erally perform the duties of the author¬ 
ized representative of the Contracting 
Officer, as such term is used in such con¬ 
tracts with respect to the technical func¬ 
tions in their respective fields of activi¬ 
ties for contracts entered into by the 
Deputy Commissioner. Assistant Com¬ 
missioner. Administration, and Chief, 
Branch of Plant Design and Construc¬ 
tion. or any one acting for them. 

id) Authorized representatives of 
Contracting Officers are not authorized 
to take final action on those functions 
relating; 

(1) To the termination of a contract: 

(2) To disputes concerning questions 

of fact which arc not disposed of by 
agreement. 9 

Sec. 3. Authority to redelegate. Area 
Directors may rcdelegate the authority 
delegated to them by this order. Each 
redelegation shall be published in the 
Federal Register. 

Sec. 4. Appeals. An appeal from a 
findings of fact or decision of a Contract¬ 
ing Officer shall be made by notice of 
appeal in writing addressed to the Board 


of Contract Appeals. Office of the Solici¬ 
tor. Department of the Interior. Wash¬ 
ington 25, D. C., and shall be mailed to 
or filed with the Contracting Officer, 
within the time allowed by the contract. 
The notice of appeal shall specify the 
portion of the findings of fact or decision 
from which the appeal is taken, and the 
reasons why the findings or decision are 
deemed erroneous. Immediately upon 
receipt of the notice of appeal, the Con¬ 
tracting Officer shall inform the Board 
by air mall that the appeal has been 
received. (Regulations governing ap¬ 
peals are published in 19 F. R. 9389.) 

W. Bartow Greenwood. 

Acting Commissioner . 

July 15. 1958. 

|P. R. Doc. 58-5645: Filed. July 23. 1956; 

8:45 a. m | 


Bureau of Land Management 

(B-26232] 

(ClJmlflcAUon 25] 

Colorado ^ 

SHALL TRACT CLASSIFICATION: AMENDMENT 

1, Pursuant to authority delegated to 
me by the Colorado State Supervisor of 
the Bureau of Land Management, effec¬ 
tive February 19. 1958 (23 F. R. 1098), 
it is ordered as follows: 

2. Effective immediately, paragraph 3 
and the tabulation thereunder.* in 
Federal Register Document 58-2610, ap¬ 
pearing in the issue for April 10. 1958. 
at pages 2358 and 2359, is hereby 
amended to read as follows: 


Lot No. 

Act*- 

•Ml" 

Advance 

rental 

for*- 

iZ 

poritxl 

RlcM-of-tray width 
and location along 
boundary 

Ap* 

prate*! 

value 

30 fort 

15 fort 

I_ 


Bias a> 

W««t_ 

East_ 

fUOO 

*- 

.6* 

NX 00 

Ww*_ 


400 

4. 

A3 

uu on 


Kart,... 



L» 

97 SO 

|tlf 

Ka»t.... 

rao 

i'llllZl 

.A* 

90 no 


Kot.... 

eoo 

la_ 

.63 

97 10 

Wmt. 


490 


1.2.'. 

150 00 



l,ou> 

401_ 

.94 


Bouuirn 



S* -... 

.<13 


South— 

Weal_ 

400 


i For pUfpoflM of dUpcHiUonlnU29 ami «0 arr comhlnM 
Into <mv tract. tntalLnx 2 It am*, Thte tmc4 It oovcnrd 
by an ftrrplUxUion fnnu an ttvilrldual entitled to prefer* 
e&cv under 13 CFR 2J7.5 (a). 

Andrew J. Senti. 

Acting Lands and Minerals Officer . 
July 15,1958. 

IP. IL Doc. 58-5647: Plied, July 23, 1958; 
8:45 a. m.J 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

Bureau of Foreign Commerce 

[File No. 23-506] 

SOGEMAR. S. A. 

ORDER TERMINATING INDEFINITE DENIAL 
ORDER 

In the matter of Sogemar, S. A. (So- 
ciete General d'Entreprlses Maritimcs), 
14, rue du Margrave, Antwerp. Belgium, 
respondent. 


An order having been entered herein 
on May 15. 1958 < 23 F. R. 3417, May 20, 
1958) denying to Sogemar, S. A all prtvl- 
leges of participating in exportations 
from the United States because of it* 
failure to answer interrogatories duly 
served on it in accordance with 5 382.1ft 
of the Export Regulations (15 CFR. 
Chapter Ill, Subchapter B. Part 382 >. 
and the respondent now having re¬ 
sponded in the interrogatories, it u 
therefore this 21st day of July 1958. 

It is ordered. That the said order of 
May 15. 1958, be and the same hereby if 
terminated. 

John C. Borton. 

Director. 

Office of Export Supply. 

(F. R Doc. 58—5605: Piled. July 23. 1969; 

8:49 A. ml 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

(Docket No. 11751; KOC 58-681] 

Television Broadcast Stations. Albsny- 

Schenectady-Troy and Vail Mills, 

New York, et al. 

memorandum opinion and order assicninc 

MATTER FOR PUBLIC HEARING 

In the matter of amendment of 
5 3.606. Table of Assignments, Television 
Broadcast Stations, Albany-Schencc- 
tady-Troy and Vail Mills, New York; and 
order directing Copper City Broadcast¬ 
ing Corporation to show c ause why it* 
authorization for Station WKTV. Utica. 
Npw York, should not be modified to 
specify operation on Channel 2 In lieu of 
Channel 13; Docket No. 11751. 

1. The Commission has before it for 
consideration: fa) The response of Cop¬ 
per City Broadcasting Corporation, li¬ 
censee of Station WKTV, Channel IS, 
Utica, New York (Copper City) filed on 
May 16, 1958. to the order to show cause 
included in the Commission s Memoran¬ 
dum Opinion and Order adopted April 

23. 1958 <24 FCC 352); <b) opposition 
to requests for reconsideration contained 
in the response of Copper City, filed on 
May 26. 1958. by Van Curler Broadcast¬ 
ing Corporation (Van Curler) operating 
Station WTRI, Channel 35. Albany, New 
York, and holder of an instrument of 
authorization for a new television broad¬ 
cast station to operate on Channel 13 in 
Albany; (c) a pleading filed on May -6* 
1958. by Central New York Broadcashn* 
Corporation (Central), licensee of Sta¬ 
tion WSYR-TV. Channel 3, Syracuse, 
with respect to the response of Copper 
City; and <d> a letter filed on June 13, 
1953, by Van Curler Broadcasting Corpo¬ 
ration. 

2. On June 24. 1957. the Commission 
Issued a Notice of Further Proposed Ru» 
Making and Orders To Show Cause in tn* 
instant proceeding in which it shiltco. 
inter alia, Channel 13 from Utica vo 
Albany and ordered Copper City to show 
cause why its authorization should n<* 
be modified to specify operation on 
Channel 2. In response to the snow 
cause order. Copper City filed, on Jw 

24. 1957. supporting comments 

ing to the proposed modification and a 
filed engineering data with respect i 
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operation on Channel 2, specifying a site 
<original site) which met all the mileage 
separation requirements of the rules and 
specifying a tow'er 1.373 feet above aver¬ 
age terrain Cl.081 feet above ground. 
2,381 feet above mean sea level). Thus. 
It was that on September 9, 1957, the 
Commission Issued a Report and Order 
in tliis proceeding C23 PCC 358, FCC 57- 
961), in which it modified the license of 
Copper City for Station WKTV in Utica 
to specify operation on Channel 3 in 
ilcu of Channel 13. This order of modi¬ 
fication was made subject to the condi¬ 
tion that construction of Station WKTV 
for operation on Channel 2 was not to be 
commenced until a modified authoriza¬ 
tion was to be issued. Such an authori¬ 
zation has not yet been issued to Copper 
City. 

3. In a response filed on January 23. 
1958, to the show cause order issued Sep¬ 
tember 9,1957, Copper City asserted that 
it had been unable to obtain approval of 
the Airspace Subcommittee for its 
Channel 2 proposal and consequently 
specified an alternate site which did re¬ 
ceive approval from the Airspace Sub¬ 
committee. The Airspace Subcommit¬ 
tee, however, stated that it would ap¬ 
prove a height of 2.049 feet (above mean 
sea level) at the site originally specified. 
The alternate site proposal involved a 
mileage .separation problem, and. as a 
mult thereof a number of oppositions 
and counterproposals were submitted, all 
of which were set forth and discussed 
in the Commission’s Memorandum 
Opinion and Order of April 23. 1958. 
In that order the Commission, after 
careful consideration of the various al¬ 
ternative courses, concluded that the 
public interest would best be served by 
ordering Copper City to show cause why 
its authorization should not be modi¬ 
fied to specify operation on Channel 2 at 
the site originally proposed by Copper 
City, having the approximate coordinates 
of 43*06 09" N. latitude 74 c 56’27" W. 
longitude, but with an overall antennA 
height of only 2.049 feet above mean sea 
level, which height the Airspace Panel 
nai advised it will approve. Addition- 
wly. the Commission rejected the con¬ 
tention that this proposed antenna 
height would result in unsatisfactory 
jenrice to Utica and adjacent communi- 
.k *. J* le Commission also ordered that 
w i^ Co PPcr City desire a hearing it 
jnould so indicate in a response to be 
nied on or before June 2. 1958. 

Jr 1x1 *ts instant response Copper City 
jneges that compliance with said order 
Pennanently and irrevocably 
thc 6ervlce now being rendered by 
,/* rv t0 the Ctlca-Rome area**; that 
nch service “can be continued without 
substantial diminution or impairment** 
^Permitting Copper City to operate 
^. .alternate site (short to Syra- 
helght above 
?t or at the site 
» an antenna 
el of 2,381 feet, 
y requests that 
(a) reconsider 
58. and modify 
» as to permit 
tc site, at the 
<b> reconsider 


©ean sea level of 2 
?rttfnally specific 
5«2ht above mean 
^equently. Cop 

„ Commission < 

S of Apru 

*£»now cause 01 
at the 
indicated i 


and vacate the Show Cause Qrder di¬ 
recting the operation of Station WKTV 
on Channel 2 in lieu of Channel 13: or 
(c) grant Copper City a hearing pursuant 
to section 316 (a) of the Communications 
Act of 1934, as amended, to allow why 
the Commission's order of April 23. 1958 
should not issue. 

5. Van Curler’s “Opposition” to Copper 
City’s “Response” urges that insofar as 
Copper City requests that the Comis¬ 
sion recoadder its order to show cause 
with respect to the original site It has 
advanced no new arguments which 
would justify such action: that the re¬ 
quest for reconsideration of the action 
deleting Channel 13 from Utica, is. in 
effect, an untimely petition for recon¬ 
sideration of the original Report and 
Order of June 24. 1957, in the above 
proceeding; that such a procedure is not 
feasible In view of the changes which 
have taken place as a result thereof; 
that Copper City is estopped from urging 
such action; that any rights which 
Copper City may have had to a hearing 
on whether it should be shifted from 
Channel 13 to Channel 2 have been 
waived; and that the only hearing to 
which it could conceivably be entitled 
is on the question of whether WKTV 
should operate at the original site with 
an antenna height above mean sea level 
of 2,049 rather than 2,381 feet. Van 
Curler, also requests that if a hearing is 
deemed necessary, that it be expedited by 
holding it before the Commission cn 
banc; or if before an examiner, by di¬ 
recting the examiner to certify the record 
to the Commission without preparing an 
initial decision as provided for in section 
409 (b) of the act. Van Curler urges 
that any other procedure would tend to 
frustrate the Commission's purpose to 
provide three equally competitive serv¬ 
ices to Albany-Schenectady-Troy at the 
earliest possible date. Van Curler points 
out. additionally, that the only reason 
given by Copper City for requesting re¬ 
consideration is the unsupported allega¬ 
tion that operation at the original site 
with an antenna height of 2.049 feet 
nbove mean sea level would impair, ir¬ 
revocably. the service now being ren¬ 
dered to the Utica-Rome area; that this 
contention has been rejected by the 
Commission; that Van Curler engineer¬ 
ing consultants, three in all. support 
the conclusion that adequate service 
would be provided to the Utica-Rome 
area from the original site at the height 
approved; And that Van Curler Is pre¬ 
pared to demonstrate Its conviction by 
building a station on Channel 2 with 
the height, and from the site specified 
by the Commission, if the Commission 
will issue authority for such construction. 

6 . Central in its pleadings merely reit¬ 
erates its opposition to the authoriza¬ 
tion of CPpper City at the alternate site 
which would result in a separation of less 
than 60 miles to the W8YR-TV site, re¬ 
quired by the rules with respect to adja¬ 
cent channels. 

7. In a letter filed on June 13, 1958, 
Van Curler directs the Commission's at¬ 
tention to an article appearing in the 
New York Times, on June 12, 1958, at 
page 63-c which is an account of NBC’s 
announcement of its proposal to abandon 


Us UHF station in Buffalo, New York, be¬ 
cause of its inability to compete in that 
market with the two VHP stations op¬ 
erating in the area. Van Curler alleges 
that this NBC announcement further 
emphasizes the dilemma of Van Curler 
in attempting to continue operation on 
Channel 35 until such time as Channel 13 
is vacated by Copper City. 

8 . For the reasons stated in its Memo¬ 
randum Opinion and Order and Order 
To Show Cause of April 23, 1958. the 
Commission concluded that the public 
interest, convenience and necessity 
would best be served by directing Cop¬ 
per City to show cause w f hy it should 
not operate on Channel 2, with an 
overall antenna height not to exceed 
2.049 feet above mean sea level at a 
site having the approximate coordinates 
43 # 06'09" N. latitude. 74‘56'27" W. 
longitude. In reaching this conclu¬ 
sion, the Commission also considered 
the possibility of authorizing the alter¬ 
nate site favored by Copper City but 
rejected the proposal as not being in 
the public interest. Nothing in the re¬ 
sponse changes this conclusion. Insofar 
as Copper City requests that the Com¬ 
mission reconsider its action of April 23. 
1958. and vacate the Show Cause Order 
directing operation of Station WKTV 
on Channel 2 in lieu of Channel 13. it 
is clear that such an action w ould require 
reconsideration of the entire rule mak¬ 
ing proceeding. However. Copper City 
has advanced no arguments which refute 
the soundness of our original judgment 
that the public Interest would best be 
served by making the Albany area a three 
VHP market and we adhere to the rea¬ 
sons stated in support thereof. As con¬ 
templated in our Show Cause Order of 
April 23. 1958. Copper City was to be 
afforded a hearing if it so requested. In 
this connection. Van Curler has re¬ 
quested that a hearing, if necessary, 
should be expedited by holding it before 
the Commission cn banc or as provided 
for in section 409 <b) of the Communi¬ 
cations Act of 1934, as amended. The 
Commission is sympathetic to the desires 
of Van Curler for a quick disposition of 
the Instant case. However, wc arc not 
persuaded that the circumstances re¬ 
quire a hearing before the Commission 
en banc, or that such a procedure would 
necessarily conduce to expedition, since 
the press of other business and the fact 
that the Commission will meet only once 
during the month of August makes it un¬ 
likely that a hearing date could be set 
until sometime In the Fall. Nor. can we 
make the necessary finding under section 
409 <b> of the act that ••• • • due and 
timely execution of lourl functions im¬ 
peratively and unavoidably require that 
the record be certified to [us] for Initial 
or final decision.” 

In view of the above; it is ordered , 
That the requests for reconsideration 
contained in the “Response of Copper 
City Broadcasting Corporation to 8how 
Cause Order dated April 25. 1958” filed 
on May 16. 1958, are denied; that the re¬ 
quest of Van Curler Broadcasting Cor¬ 
poration in its “Opposition” for a hear¬ 
ing before the Commission cn banc or 
for an expedited hearing pursuant to 
section 409 *b> of the act is denied. 
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It is further ordered. That, pursuant 
to sections 303 <f> and 316 of the Com¬ 
munications Act of 1934, as amended, a 
hearing be held at the ofllccs of the Com¬ 
mission in Washington. D. C.. at a time 
to be specified in a subsequent order, be¬ 
fore an Examiner to be later designated, 
to determine whether the public interest, 
convenience and necessity would be 
promoted by modifying the license of 
Copper City Broadcasting Corporation 
for Station WKTV. Channel 13 in Utica, 
to specify operation on Channel 2, from 
a site having the approximate coordi¬ 
nates 43*08*09" N. latitude 74*56*27" W. 
longitude, with an overall antenna height 
iincluding obstruction lighting) not ex¬ 
ceeding 2.049 feet above mean sea level. 

it is further ordered . That the hearing 
in this procecdihg be expedited. 

it is further ordered. That the Chief of 
the Broadcast Bureau and Van Curler 
Broadcasting Corporation are made par¬ 
ties to the proceeding. 

It is further ordered . That the burden 
of proceeding with the Introduction of 
evidence and the burden of proof shall 
be upon the Commission. 

Adopted: July 16, 1958. 

Released: July 21. 1958. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

(seal! Mary Jane Morrls, 

Secretary. 

(P. R. Doc. 58-5667; Plied, July 23. 1958; 

8.49 a. m.) 


(Docket No. 11751; FCC 58M-789| 

Television Broadcast Stations, Albany- 
Schenectady-Troy and Vail Mills, 
New York kt al. 

order scheduling hearing 

In the matter of amendment of 3 3.606, 
Table of Assignments. Television Broad¬ 
cast Stations. Aibany-Schenectady-Troy 
and Vail Mills, New York; and order di¬ 
recting Copper City Broadcasting Cor¬ 
poration to show cause why its author¬ 
ization for Station WKTV. UUca, New 
York, should not be modified to specify 
operation on Channel 2 in lieu of Chan¬ 
nel 13; Docket No. 11751, 

it is ordered , This 17th day of July 
1958. that Millard F. French will preside 
at the hearing In the above-entitled pro¬ 
ceeding which is hereby scheduled to 
commence on September 3. 1958, in 
Washington, D. C. 

Released: July 21, 1958. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

t seal 3 Mary Jane Morris. 

Secretary. 

(P. R. Doc, 58-5663: Plied, July 23. 1958: 

8:49 A. m.) 


(Docket No. 11788 etc.; FCC 58M-784] 
James W. Miller rr al. 
order continuing hearing 

In re applications of James W. Miller. 
Milford, Connecticut, Docket No. 11788. 


File No. BP-10500; Orange County 
Broadcasting Corporation (WGNY). 
Newburgh. New York, Docket No. 12411, 
File No. BP-11365: Vincent De Laurentis, 
Hamden, Connecticut, Docket No. 12412. 
File No. BP-11607; Albert L. Capstaff. 
tr/as Eastern States Broadcasting Co.. 
Hamden, Connecticut. Docket No. 12413, 
File No. BP-11760; for construction 
permits. 

The Hearing Examiner having under 
consideration a motion to extended time 
for exchanging direct cases filed by East¬ 
ern States Broadcasting Company on 
July 17. 1958: 

It appearing that counsel for each of 
the other parties have consented to the 
grant of this motion and to Its immediate 
consideration; 

It is ordered. This 18th day of July 
1958, that the above motion is granted; 
and the dates designated for various pro¬ 
cedural steps herein are postponed as 
follows: 

Date for exchange of exhibits; July 21-28. 
1958. 

Piling of objections to direct cose*. re¬ 
quest for Addltlonsl Information, and no¬ 
tices of witnesses desired: Bept. 2-11, 1058. 

Hearing date: Sept. 15-17. 1968. 

Oral Testimony of Witnesses; Sept. 16-18, 
1958. 

Released: July 21.1958. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Mary Jane Morris. 

Secretary. 

[F. R. Doc. 58-5660; Filed. July 23. 1058: 
8:49 a. m ] 


[Docket No. 11078 etc.J FCC 58M-782] 
Charles R. Bramlett ct al. 

ORDER CONTINUING HEARING CONFERENCE 

In re applications of Charles R, Bram¬ 
lett. Torrance, California, Docket No. 
11978, File No. BP-9833; Latin-American 
Broadcasting Corporation. Monterey 
Park. California, Docket No. 11981, File 
No. BP-10811; Radio Orange County, 
Inc.. AnAhclm, California, Docket No. 
12218, File No. BP-11236; Anaheim-Ful- 
lerton Broadcasting Co., Inc.. Anaheim- 
Fullcrton, CaUfomia. Docket No. 12219, 
File No. BP-11242; for construction 
permits. 

The Hearing Examiner having under 
consideration certain proposals for modi¬ 
fying the future course of this proceeding 
which were made at a conference held on 
July 18, 1958: 

It appearing that a conference was 
held on May 12. 1958, at which time the 
date of September 8, 1958. was estab¬ 
lished as the date for commencement of 
the hearing proper; and 

It further appearing that in the mean¬ 
time consultations have taken place 
among the applicants looking toward 
the elimination of competing applica¬ 
tions through the dismissal of all except 
the application of Radio Orange County. 
Inc.: and 

It further appearing from representa¬ 
tions of counsel that petitions to dismiss 
without prejudice have been filed or will 
shortly be filed by Charles R. Bramlett 
and Anaheim-Fuflerton Broadcasting 


Co.. Inc. but that the intentions of Latin- 
American Broadcasting Corporation can¬ 
not at the present time be definitely 
ascertained; and 

It further appearing that the public 
interest would be served by learning At 
the earliest possible date tvhether this 
is to be a competitive prooeednu: be¬ 
tween two or more applicants or whe ther 
it will be heard only upon noncompeti¬ 
tive issues; 

It is ordered. This 18th day of July 
1958. that a further hearing conference 
will be held on July 24, 1958. at 9:00 a m 
in Washington. D. C., for the purpose of 
reconsidering the course of hearing. 

Released: July 21, 1958. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Mary Jane Morrls. 

Secretary. 

IP. R. Doc. 58-5670: Piled. July 23. 1954; 

8:49 a. | 


(DocketNo. 12068; FCC58M-783] 
Florence Broadcasting Co.. Inc. 

ORDER CONTINUING HEARING CONFERENCE 

In re application of Florence Broad¬ 
casting Company. Inc., Brownsvlllr, 
Tennessee, Docket No. 12068. File No. 
BP-10850; for construction permit. 

The Hearing Examiner having under 
consideration petition filed on July 18, 
1958. by Florence BroadcastinK Com¬ 
pany. Inc., requesting indefinite con¬ 
tinuance of the prehearing conference 
herein; 

It appearing that counsel for all other 
parties who have appeared in the pro¬ 
ceeding have no objection to immediate 
consideration and grant of the petition: 

It further appearing that sufll:icnt 
grounds have been shown for a limited 
continuance, but an indefinite continu¬ 
ance is not appropriate on the showing 
made; 

It is ordered , This 18th day of July 
1958, that the above petition is granted 
in part; and the preheating conference 
now scheduled for July 25, 1958. is con¬ 
tinued until September 15. 1958, at 10:00 
a. m. 

Released: July 21, 1958. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

[seal] Mary Jane Morris. 

Secretary. 

|P. R. Doc. 58-5871: Plied. July 23, 1 ** 8 ; 
8:49 a. m.) 


(Docket No. 12410; PC C 58M-T7C) 
Bridgeport Broadcasting Co, 

ORDER CONTINUING HEARING 

In re application of the Bridgeport 
Broadcasting Company < WICC> . Bridse- 
port, Connecticut. Docket No. 12410. Fue 
No. BP-10707; for construction 

The Hearing Examiner having under 
consideration a motion filed July 15,1W* 
requesting that the date for the 
of the applicant's exhibits in tills pro¬ 
ceeding be continued from July * 
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to August IS. 1958 and that the eviden¬ 
tiary hearing be continued to September 

16. 1958; 

It appearing that the reason for the 
requited continuance is the fact that 
consulting engineers are unable to com¬ 
plin* preparations of the numerous en¬ 
gineering exhibits involved, that counsel 
for the other parties have consented to 
the granting of the requested continu¬ 
ance. and good cause for granting the 
request for the continuance having been 
shown; 

It is ordered. This the 17th day of July 
1958. that the motion for continuance 
Is granted and the date for the exchange 
of the applicant's exhibits is continued 
from July 17. 1938, to August 15. 1958, 
and the date of the evidentiary hearing 
is continued from July 28. 1958. to Sep¬ 
tember 16. 1958. 

Released; July 18. 1958. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Mart Jane Morris. 

Secretary . 

JF. R. Doc. 68 5073; Piled. July 23. 1958; 
8:50 a. m | 


(Docket No. 12429; FCC 58M-781] 
William Walker et al. 
order continuing hearing conference 

In re application of William Walker, 
et al. * Transferor* >. and Evening Tele¬ 
gram Company. Norman M. Postles and 
Walter C. Bridges (Transferees), Docket 
No. 12429, File No. BTC-2699; for Com¬ 
mission consent to the voluntary transfer 
of control of M & M Broadcasting Com¬ 
pany. Licensee of Stations WMAM and 
WMBV-TV. Marinette. Wisconsin. 

The Hearing Examiner having under 
consideration motion for further pre¬ 
trial conference filed on July 17, 1958. by 
counsel for the respondents. Norbertine 
Fathers and Valley Telecasting Com¬ 
pany; and 

It appearing that counsel for the other 
Parties have informally agreed to the 
immediate consideration and grant of 

*uch motion; 

I* h ordered, This 18th day of July 
1958. that the motion be and the same is 
hereby granted and a prehearing con¬ 
ference in the above-entitled proceeding 
h scheduled at the office* of the Com¬ 
mission in Washington. D. C.. at 10:00 
*. m. on Monday. July 21, 1958. 

Released; July 21 ^ 1958. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

i seal] Mary Jane Morris, 

Secretary. 

! p * R. Doc. 58-5074; FUcd, July 23, 1958; 
8:50 a. m | 


(Docket No. 126251 


Aquada Products, Inc. 

° 901 * assigning matter for public 
HEARING 


»WtraUn«T^ n ^® ,0n havln * under « 
rauoa Issuance of an order pi 


suant to section 312 <b> of the Com¬ 
munications Act of 1934. as amended, 
to the Aquada Products. Inc., 721 Broad¬ 
way, New York 3. New York, to cease 
and desist from violating Part 18 of the 
Commission's rules by operating indus¬ 
trial heating equipment which. (1) is 
a source of interference to authorized 
radio services and i2> is not certified or 
licensed in accordance witlr the Com¬ 
mission's rules; 

It appearing that the Aquada Prod¬ 
ucts. Inc., operates in its plant at 721 
Broadway. New York 3, New York, cer¬ 
tain industrial heating equipment which 
utilizes a radio frequency generator or 
generators and transmits radio fre¬ 
quency energy on frequencies authorized 
for use by the United States Army and 
the New York City Police Department; 
and 

It further appearing that said indus¬ 
trial heating equipment is subject to the 
provisions of 15 18.1, 18.2 (c). 18.3, 18.4. 
18.8, and 18.101 through 18.108 of the 
Commission's rules; and 

It further appearing that the afore¬ 
mentioned industrial heating equipment 
causes interference to Police radio com¬ 
munications in the New York City area; 
and 

It further appearing that the afore¬ 
mentioned industrial heating equipment 
has not been certified by a duly qualified 
engineer or by the manufacturer of the 
equipment as required by I 18.103 of the 
Commission's rules, nor has the equip¬ 
ment been licensed pursuant to 5 18.3 of 
the Commission's rules; and 

It further appearing that the above 
facts have been called to the attention 
of the Aquada Products. Inc., by the 
Commission both orally and in writing, 
and that the Aquada Products, Inc., has 
been afforded an opportunity to demon¬ 
strate or achieve compliance with all 
lawful requirements but such demonstra¬ 
tion has not been made and such com¬ 
pliance has not been accomplished: 

It is ordered . This 15th day of July 
1958. pursuant to section 312 (c> of the 
Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended, and pursuant to section 0.41 
<f) of the Commission’s rules to show 
cause why there should not be issued an 
order commanding the Aquada Products, 
Inc., to cease and desist from violating 
the provisions of Part 18 of the Com¬ 
mission's rules by operating industrial 
heating equipment without the certifica¬ 
tion or license required by Part 18 of 
the Commission's rules, and by operating 
such equipment in a manner which 
causes interference to authorized radio 
services: and 

It is further ordered. That a hearing 
in tills matter be held in New York. New 
York at 10:00 a. m.. on the 9th day of 
September 1958, in order to determine 
whether said cease and desist order 
should be issued, and that the Aquada 
Products. Inc., is herewith called upon 
to appear at this hearing and give evi¬ 
dence upon the matters specified herein; 
and 

It Is further ordered. Pursuant to 
5 1.402 of the rules, that Aquada Prod¬ 
ucts. Inc., is directed to file with the 
Commission within thirty days of the 
receipt of this order a written appearance 
in triplicate, stating that Aquada Prod¬ 


ucts. Inc., will appear and present evi¬ 
dence on the matter specified in this 
order if the Aquada Products. Inc., de¬ 
sires to avail itself of its opportunity to 
appear before the Commission. If said 
Aquada Products, Inc., does not desire 
to appear before the Commission and 
give evidence on the matter specified 
herein, it shall, within thirty days of the 
receipt of this order, file with the Com¬ 
mission. in triplicate, a WTitten waiver 
of hearing. Such waiver may be accom¬ 
panied by a statement of reasons why 
Aquada Products. Inc., believes that 
cease and desist order shall not be issued; 
and 

It is further ordered. That failure of 
said Aquada Products. Inc., timely to 
respond to this order or failure to appear 
at the hearing designated herein will be 
deemed a waiver of hearing. 

Released: July 18, 1958. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

(seal] Mary Jane Morris. 

Secretary. 

|P. R Doc. 58-5875* Piled. July 23. 1958; 
8:30 it. m.l 


[Docket No. 1252«| 

Franklin Plastic Novelties 

ORDER ASSIGNING MATTER FOR PUBLIC 
II EAR IN O 

The Commission having under con¬ 
sideration the issuance of an order 
pursuant to section 312 <b> of the Com¬ 
munications Act of 1934. as amended, to 
B. Harry Prankel. tr/as Franklin 
Plastic Novelties, 657 Sixth Avenue. New 
York 11, New York < hereinafter referred 
to as Franklin PlAStic Novelties) to cease 
and desist from violating Part 18 of the 
Commission's rules by operating indus¬ 
trial heating equipment which. (1) is n 
source of interference to authorized 
radio services and (2) is not certified or 
licensed in accordance with the Com¬ 
mission's rules: 

It appearing that the Franklin Plastic 
Novelties operates in its plant at 657 
Sixth Avenue. New York 11, New York, 
certain industrial heating equipment 
which utilizes a radio frequency genera¬ 
tor or generators and transmits radio 
frequency energy on frequencies author¬ 
ized for use by television broadcast sta¬ 
tions and the New York City Police 
Department; and 

It further appearing that said indus¬ 
trial heating equipment U subject to the 
provisions of 55 18.1. 18.2 (c). 18.3. 18.4. 
18.8 and 18.101 through 18.108 of the 
Commission's rules; and 

It further appearing that the afore¬ 
mentioned industrial heating equipment 
causes interference to authorized Police 
radio communications and television 
broadcast reception tn the New York 
City area; and 

It further appearing that the afore¬ 
mentioned industrial heating equipment 
has not been certified by a duly qualified 
engineer or by the manufacturer of the 
equipment as required by 5 18.103 of the 
Commission's rules, nor has the equip¬ 
ment been licensed pursuant to 5 18.3 
of the Commission's rules; and 
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It further appearing that the above 
facts have been called to the attention 
of the Franklin Plastic Novelties by the 
Commission both orally and in writing, 
and that the Franklin Plastic Novelties 
has been afforded an opportunity to 
demonstrate or achieve compliance with 
all lawful requirements but such demon¬ 
stration has not been made and such 
compliance has not been accomplished; 

It is ordered. This 15th day of July 
1958, pursuant to section 312 (c) of the 
Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended, and pursuant to section 0.41 
if) of the Commission's rules to show 
cause why there should not be issued an 
order commanding the Franklin Plastic 
Novelties to cease and desist from violat¬ 
ing the provisions of Part 18 of the Com¬ 
mission's rules by operating Industrial 
heating equipment without the certifica¬ 
tion or license required by Part 18 of the 
Commission's rules, and by operating 
such equipment in a manner which 
causes interference to authorized radio 
services; and 

It is further ordered. That a hearing 
in this matter be held in New York, New 
York, at 10:00 a. m. on the 10th day of 
September 1958. in order to determine 
whether said cease and desist order 
should be Issued, and that the Franklin 
Plastic Novelties is herewith called upon 
to appear at this hearing and give evi¬ 
dence upon the matters specified herein; 
and 

It is further ordered. Pursuant to 
5 1.402 of the rules, that Franklin Plastic 
Novelties Is directed to file with the Com¬ 
mission within thirty days of the receipt 
of this order a wrritten appearance in 
triplicate, statins; that the Franklin 
Plastic Novelties will appear and present 
evidence on the matter specified in this 
order if the Franklin Plastic Novelties 
desires to avail itself of its opportunity 
to appear before the Commission. If 
said Franklin Plastic Novelties does not 
desire to appear before the Commission 
and give evidence on the matter specified 
herein, it shall, within thirty days of the 
receipt of this order, file with the Com¬ 
mission . In triplicate, a written waiver 
of hearing. Such waiver may be accom¬ 
panied by a statement of reasons why 
Franklin Plastic Novelties believes that 
cease and desist order shall not be 
Issued; and 

It is further ordered. That failure of 
said Franklin Plastic Novelties, timely 
to respond to this order or failure to 
appear at the hearing designated herein 
will be deemed a w f aiver of hearing. 

Released: July 18,1958. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

I seal! Mary Jane Morris, 

Secretary. 

IF. It. Doc. 58-5676: Filed. July 23. 1958; 
8:50 ft. m | 


[Docket No. 125271 
Emar Separator Co. 

ORDER ASSIGNING MATTER FOR PUBLIC 
HEARING 

The Commission having under consid¬ 
eration the issuance of an order pursuant 


to section 312 (b> of the Communica¬ 
tions Act of 1934. as amended, to R. 
Major Moscovitz and H. Moscovitz, tr as 
Emar Separator Company. 421 West 28th 
Street. New York I. N. Y. thereinafter 
referred to as the Emar Separator Com¬ 
pany) to cease and desist from violating 
Part 18 of the Commission's rules by op¬ 
erating industrial heating equipment 
which. (1) is a source of interference to 
authorized radio services and <2) Is not 
certified or licensed In accordance with 
the Commission's rules: 

It appearing that the Emar Separator 
Company operates in its plant at 421 
West 28th Street, New York 1, N. Y . 
certain Industrial heating equipment 
which utilizes a radio frequency gener¬ 
ator or generators and transmits radio 
frequency energy on frequencies author¬ 
ized for use by television broadcasting 
stations; and 

It further appearing that said indus¬ 
trial heating equipment is subject to the 
provisions of ** 18.1. 18.2 (c). 18.3. 18 4. 
18.8 and 18.101 through 18.108 of the 
Commission's rules; and 

It further appearing that the afore¬ 
mentioned industrial heating equipment 
causes interference to television broad¬ 
casting in the New York City area; and 

It further appearing that the afore¬ 
mentioned industrial heating equipment 
has not been certified by a duly qualified 
engineer or by the manufacturer of the 
equipment as required by i 18.103 of the 
Commission's rules, nor has the equip¬ 
ment have licensed pursuant to $ 18.3 of 
the Commission's rules; and 

It further appearing that the above 
facts have been called to the attention of 
the Emar Separator Company by the 
Commission both orally and in writing, 
and that the Emar Separator Company 
has been afforded an opportunity to 
demonstrate or achieve compliance with 
all lawful requirements but such dem¬ 
onstration has not been made and such 
compliance has not been accomplished; 

It li ordered, This 15th day of July 
1958, pursuant to section 312 cc) of the 
Communications Act of 1934, as amend¬ 
ed. and pursuant to section 0.41 (f) of 
the Commission's rules to show cause 
why there should not be Issued an order 
commanding the Emar Separator Com¬ 
pany to cease and desist from violating 
the provisions of Part 18 of the Com¬ 
mission's rules by operating industrial 
heating equipment without the certifica¬ 
tion or license required by Part 18 of 
the Commission's rules, and by operat¬ 
ing such equipment in a manner which 
causes interference to authorized radio 
services; and 

It is further ordered, That a hearing 
in this matter be held in New York, N. Y.. 
at 10:00 a. m. on the llth day of Sep¬ 
tember 1958 in order to determine 
whether said cease and desist order 
should be Issued, and that the Emar 
Separator Company is herewith called 
upon to appear at this hearing and give 
evidence upon the matters specified 
herein; and 

It is further ordered. Pursuant to 
! 1.402 of the rules, that the Emar Sep¬ 
arator Company is directed to file with 
the Commission within thirty days of the 
receipt of this order a written appear¬ 
ance in triplicate, stating that the Emar 


Separator Company will appear and 
present evidence on the matter specified 
in this order if the Emar Separator Com¬ 
pany desires to avail itself of its oppor¬ 
tunity to appear before the Comm i ; on. 
If said Emar Separator Company doe* 
not desire to appear before the Commis¬ 
sion and give evidence on the mutter 
specified herein, it shall, within thirty 
days of the receipt of this order, flic with 
the Commission, in triplicate, a written 
waiver of hearing. Such waiver may be 
accompanied by a statement of reasons 
why the Emar Separator Company be¬ 
lieves that cease and desist order shall 
not be issued; and 

It is further ordered. That failure of 
said Emar Separator Company timely to 
respond to this order or failure to appear 
at the hearing designated herein will be 
deemed a waiver of hearing. 

Released: July 18, 1958. 

Fedehal Communications 
Commission, 

[ seal f Mary Jane Morris. 

Secretarv. 

|F R. Doc 58-5677; Filed. July 23. 1958; 
8:50 ft. m.) 


| Docket No. 12528 etc.; FCC 58-669 J 
Donald W. Huff ft ai. 

ORDER DESIGNATING APPLICATIONS FOR CON¬ 
SOLIDATED HEARING ON STATED ISSUES 

In re applications of Donald W Huff, 
Lansdale. Pennsylvania, Docket Na 
12528, File No. BP-11313; Equitable Pub¬ 
lishing Company, Lansdale. Pennsyl¬ 
vania. Docket No. 12529. File No. BP- 
11934; for construction permits. 

At a session of the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission held at Its offices in 
Washington. D. C., on the 16th day of 
July 1958; 

The Commission having under con¬ 
sideration the above-captioned applica¬ 
tions of Donald W. Huff and of the 
Equitable Publishing Company, each for 
a construction permit for a new standard 
broadcast station to operate on 1440 kilo¬ 
cycles with a power of 500 watts, direc¬ 
tional antenna, daytime only, at Lans¬ 
dale. Pennsylvania; 

It appearing that, except as indicated 
by the issues specified below, both appli¬ 
cants are legally, technically, financially 
and otherwise qualified to operate the 
proposed stations but that the simulta¬ 
neous operation of both proposals would 
result in mutually destructive inter¬ 
ference; that the proposed operations 
would cause objectionable interference 
to Stations WCOJ, CoatesviUe. Pennsyl¬ 
vania (1430 kc, 5 kw. DA-N, D) and 
WCDL, Carbondale. Pennsylvania <1440 
kc. 1 kw. Day); and that the interference 
which would be received from Station 
WCDL and from Stations WOCB. Red 
Lion, Pennsylvania (1440 kc, 1 kw, Pay> 
and WMVB, Millville, New Jersey < HW 
kc. 1 kw. DA. Day) would affect more 
than ten percent of the population with® 
the respective, proposed primary •m’™* 
areas in contravention of 4 3.28 <c> o* 
the Commission's rules; and 

It further appearing that, PprwJUJv 
to section 309 (b> of the Communications 
Act of 1934, as amended, the applicant! 
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were ndviaed by letter dated May 14, 
1953, of the aforementioned Interference 
and that the Commission was unable to 
conclude that a grant of either applica¬ 
tion would be in the public Interest; and 

I; further appearing that, by letter 
diUed May 29. 1958. the licensee of Sta¬ 
tion WCDL objected to a grant of the 
applications; and 

It further appearing that in a reply 
dated June 9. 1958. to the Commission’s 
letter of May 14, 1958. counsel for the 
Equitable Publishing Company con¬ 
tended that Donald V/. Huff is not finan¬ 
cially qualified to construct and operate 
his proposed station end that the Equi¬ 
table Publishing Company proposal will 
not cause interference to WCDL but 
that no facts or data were submitted to 
support said contentions; and that, 
moreover, a reexamination by the Com¬ 
mission of Donald W. Huff s financial 
proposal indicates that sufficient funds, 
assets and credits are available to meet 
the costs of construction and initial op¬ 
eration of the proposed station; and 

It further appearing that, on June 13. 
1958. the application of Donald W. Huff 
was amended to make slight changes in 
the proposed directional antenna pattern 
and to include measurement data pur¬ 
porting to show that the proposed oper¬ 
ation would not cause interference to 
Station WCDL and that the loss in pop¬ 
ulation to the proposed operation due to 
interference from existing stations would 
only be slightly in excess of ten percent; 
but that the measurement data sub¬ 
mitted do not meet the requirements of 
the Commission’* Technical Standards 
and, therefore, are not sufficient for the 
purpose for which they were submitted; 
and 

It further appearing that both appli¬ 
cants have requested a waiver of 9 3.28 
tc) of the Commission’s rules; and 

urther appearing that the Commis¬ 
sion. after consideration of the above, is 
of the opinion that a hearing is 
necessary; 

It is ordered . That, pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 309 <b> of the Communications Act 
of 1934, as amended, the applications are 
designated for hearing in a consolidated 
proceeding, at a time and place to be 
specified in t subsequent order, upon the 
following issues: 

l To determine the areas and popu¬ 
lations which would receive primary 
service from the proposed operations and 
the availability of other primary service 
to such area* and populations. 

2. To determine whether the proposed 
operations would cause objectionable in¬ 
terference to Stations WCOJ. Coates- 
Jil e. Pennsylvania, and WCDL. Carbon- 
aue, Pennsylvania, or any other existing 
*«ndard broadcast stations, and, if so. 
the nature and extent thereof, the areas 
fP** populations affected thereby, and 
the availability of other primary service 
vO such area* and populations. 

, 2 T° determine whether, because of 
he interference received, the proposed 
°{ lcr ® Uons would comply with i 3.28 Cc> 
Oj the Commission’* rules; and If com- 
5 3.28 (c) 1* not achieved, 
circuj ra*tances exist which 

uid warrant a waiver of said section 
or the rules. 


4. To determine which of the opera¬ 
tions proposed In the above-captioned 
applications would better serve the pub¬ 
lic interest In the light of the evidence 
adduced under the foregoing Issues and 
the record made with respect to the sig¬ 
nificant differences between the appli¬ 
cants as to: 

(a) The background and experience of 
each of the above named applicants to 
own and operate the proposed stations. 

(b> The proposals of each of the 
above-named applicants with respect to 
the management and operation of the 
proposed stations. 

<c) The programing service pro¬ 
posed In each of the above-mentioned 
applications. 

5. To determine. In the light of the 
evidence adduced pursuant to the fore¬ 
going issues, which, if either, of the ap¬ 
plications should be granted. 

It is further ordered. That the Chester 
County Broadcasting Company and the 
Carbondale Broadcasting Co.. Inc., li¬ 
censees of Stations WCOJ and WCDL. 
respectively, are made parties to the 
proceeding. 

It is further ordered, That, to avail 
themselves of the opportunity to be 
heard, the applicants and parties re¬ 
spondent herein, pursuant to I 1,140 of 
the Commission’s rules, in person or by 
attorney, shall within 20 days of the 
mailing of Uhls order, file with the Com¬ 
mission, In triplicate, a written appear¬ 
ance stating an intention to appear on 
the date fixed for the hearing and present 
evidence on the Issues specified in this 
order. 

It is further ordered . That the issues in 
the above-entitled proceeding may be en¬ 
larged by the Examiner, on his own mo¬ 
tion or on petition properly filed by a 
party to the proceeding and upon suffi¬ 
cient allegations of fact In support 
thereof, by the addition of the following 
issue; To determine whether the funds 
available to the applicant will give rea¬ 
sonable assurance that the proposals set 
forth in the application will be effec¬ 
tuated. 

Released; July 21. 1958. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

l seal 1 Mart Jane Morris, 

Secretary. 

IP. R. Doc. 58-5678; Filed. July 23, 1058; 
8:50 a. m.) 


l Docket No. 13530; PCC 58-0701 
Musical Heights. Inc. 

ORDER DESIGNATING APPLICATION FOR 
HEARING ON STATED ISSUES 

In rc application of Musical Heights, 
Inc., Braddock Heights, Maryland. 
Docket No. 12530, Flic No. BP-10918; for 
construction permit. 

At a session of the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission held at it* offices in 
Washington. D. C., on the 16th day of 
July 1958; 

The Commission having under consid¬ 
eration the above-captioned application 
for a construction permit for a new 
standard broadcast station to operate on 


1370 kilocycles with a power of 500 watts, 
directional antenna, daytime only; 

It appearing that, except as indicated 
by the Issues specified below’, the appli¬ 
cant is legally, technically, financially, 
and otherwise qualified to construct and 
operate its proposed station, but that the 
proposal would involve objectionable in¬ 
terference with Station WAYZ. Waynes¬ 
boro. Pennsylvania; may distort the di¬ 
rectional antenna pattern of Station 
WPMD. Frederick. Mary land, as a result 
of the proximity of the towers of the two 
stations; and that it has not been deter¬ 
mined whethep the antenna of the in¬ 
stant proposal would be a hazard to air 
navigation; and 

It further appearing that, pursuant to 
section 309 (b* of the Communications 
Act of 1934, as amended, the instant 
applicant was advised by letter dated 
June 19, 1958, of the aforementioned 
deficiencies and that the Commission 
was unable to conclude at this time that 
a grant of the application would be In 
the public interest; and 

It further appearing that the appli¬ 
cant and the licensee of Station WAYZ 
filed timely replies in which they stated 
that they would appear at a hearing on 
tiie instant application; and 

It further appearing that, after con¬ 
sideration of the foregoing, the Commis¬ 
sion is of the opinion that a hearing on 
the instant application Is necessary; 

It is ordered. That, pursuant to section 
309 <b> of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended, the said application 
is designated for hearing, at a time and 
place to be specified in a subsequent 
order, upon the following Issues: 

1. To determine the area* and popu¬ 
lation* which would receive primary 
service from the instant proposal, and 
the availability of other primary service 
to such areas and populations. 

2. To determine whether the instant 
proposal would involve objectionable in¬ 
terference with Station WAYZ. Waynes¬ 
boro. Pennsylvania, or any other exist¬ 
ing station, and. if so. the nature and 
extent thereof, the areas and populations 
affected thereby, and the availability of 
Other primary service to such areas and 
populations. 

3. To determine whether the instant 
proposal would have adverse affects on 
the directional antenna pattern of Sta¬ 
tion WPMD. Frederick, Maryland, be¬ 
cause of the proximity of the towers of 
the tw r o stations, and. if so, what correc¬ 
tive measures would be taken by the 
applicant. 

4. To determine whether the antenna 
system of the instant proposal would be 
a hazard to air navigation. 

5. To determine, in light of the evi¬ 
dence adduced pursuant to the foregoing 
Issues, whether a grant of the instant 
application would serve the public inter¬ 
est. convenience and necessity. 

It is further ordered, That Richard F. 
Lewis, Jr., Inc., of Waynesboro and The 
Monocacy Broadcasting Company, li¬ 
censees of Stations WAYZ and WFMD. 
respectively, ore made parties to the 
hearing; and 

It is further ordered . That, to avail 
themselves of the opportunity to be 
heard, the applicant and respondents 
herein, pursuant to the provisions of 
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11.140 of the Commission rules. In per¬ 
son or by attorney, shall, within 20 days 
of the mailing of this order, file with the 
Commission, in triplicate, a written ap¬ 
pearance stating an intention to appear 
on the date fixed for the hearing and 
present evidence on the issues specified 
In this order. 

Released: July 21.1958. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

l seal) Mary Jane Morris, 

Secretary. 

IF R Doc, 58-5670; Filed. July 23. 1958; 
8:50 ft. m | 


[Docket No. 12331 •tc.; FCC 58-871J 
Robert A. Corley et al. 

ORDER DESIGNATINC APPLICATIONS FOR CON¬ 
SOLIDATED HEARING ON STATED ISSUES 

In re applications of Robert A. Corley, 
College Park. Georgia, Docket No. 12531, 
File No. BP-11336: Haney 8. Hester, 
Smyrna. Georgia. Docket No. 12532. File 
No. BP-11860; for construction permit. 

At a session of the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission held at Us offices in 
Washington, D. C.. on the 16th of July 
1958* 

The Commission having under con¬ 
sideration the above-captioned applica¬ 
tions of Robert A. Corley and Harvey S. 
Hester for construction permits for new 
standard broadcast stations to operate 
on 1570 kilocycles, with a power of 1 
kilowatt, daytime only, at College Park 
and Smyrna, Georgia, respectively; and 

It appearing that, except as indicated 
by the Issues specified below, the appli¬ 
cants arc legally, technically, financially 
and otherwise qualified to construct and 
operate their proposed stations, but that 
their proposals Involved mutual inter¬ 
ference: and 

It further appearing that, pursuant to 
section 309 cb) of the Communications 
Act of 1934, as amended, the instant ap¬ 
plicants were notified by letter dated 
May 5. 1958, that the Commission was 
unable to conclude that a grant of either 
application would be in the public in¬ 
terest; and 

It further appearing that each appli¬ 
cant filed a timely reply; and 

It further appearing that, after con¬ 
sideration of the foregoing, we are of the 
opinion that a hearing on those applica¬ 
tions Is necessary; 

It is ordered , That, pursuant to section 
309 <b) of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended, the said applications 
are designated for hearing in a consoli¬ 
dated proceeding, at a time and place to 
be specified in a subsequent order, upon 
the following issues: 

1. To determine the areas and popula¬ 
tions which would receive primary serv¬ 
ice from each of the instant proposals, 
and the availability of other primary 
service to such areas and populations. 

2. To determine the nature and extent 
of the interference, if any, that each of 
the instant proposals would cause to and 
receive from each other and all other 


existing standard broadcast stations, the 
areas and populations affected thereby, 
and the availability of other primary 
service to such areas and populations. 

3. To determine, in the light of section 
307 (b) of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended, which of the instant 
proposals w*ould better provide a fair, 
efficient, and equitable distribution of 
radio service. 

4. To determine, in light of the evi¬ 
dence adduced pursuant to the foregoing 
issues, which of the Instant applications 
should be granted. 

It is further ordered . That, to avail 
themselves of the opportunity to be 
heard, the applicants herein, pursuant to 
§ 1.140 of the Commission rules, in per¬ 
son or by attorney, shall, within 20 days 
of the mailing of this order, file with the 
Commission, in triplicate, a wTittcn ap¬ 
pearance stating an intention to appear 
on the date fixed for the hearing and 
present evidence on the issues specified 
in this order; and 

It is further ordered, That the issues 
in this proceeding may be enlarged by 
the Examiner, on his own motion or on 
petition properly filed by a party to the 
proceeding and upon sufficient allega¬ 
tions of fact in support thereof, by the 
addition of the following issue : To deter¬ 
mine whether the funds available to the 
applicant will give reasonable assurance 
that the proposals set forth in the appli¬ 
cation will be effectuated. 

Released: July 21. 1958. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

(sealI Mary Jane Morris. 

Secretary. 

|F R Doc. 58-5680; Filed, July 23. 1958; 
8:50 ft. m.l 


| Docket No. 12633; FCC 58-6721 
• Paul A. Brandt 

ORDER DESIGNATING REPLICATION FOR 
HEARING ON STATED ISSUES 

In re application of Paul A. Brandt, 
Gladwin, Michigan. Docket No. 12533. 
File No. BP-11361; for construction 
permit. 

At a session of the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission held at its offices in 
Washington. D. C., on the 16th day of 
July 1958; 

The Commission having under con¬ 
sideration the above-captioned appli¬ 
cation of Paul A. Brandt for a construc¬ 
tion permit for a new standard 
broadcast station to operate on 1450 
kilocycles with a pow r er of 100 watts, un¬ 
limited time, at Gladwin, Michigan; 

It appearing that, except as indicated 
by the issues specified below, the appli¬ 
cant is legally, technically, financially 
and otherwise qualified to operate the 
proposed station but that Stations 
WCEN, Mt. Pleasant. Michigan, and 
WOOQ. St. Helen, Michigan, of which 
the applicant is licensee, now serve a 
portion of the service area of the pro¬ 
posed Gladwin station and that the por¬ 
tion of the proposed service area now 
receiving service from Station WCEN 


Includes the City of Gladwin; and that, 
therefore, it appears that a grant of the 
instant application may be in contra¬ 
vention of the provisions of I 3.35 of the 
Commission's rules on multiple owner¬ 
ship: and 

It further appearing that, pursuant 
to section 309 <b) of the Communica¬ 
tions Act of 1934. as amended, the appli¬ 
cant was advised by letter dated June 
18. 1958, of the foregoing and that the 
Commission was unable to conclude that 
a grant of the application would be in 
the public interest: and 

It further appearing that, by letter 
dated June 25. 1958. counsel for the ap¬ 
plicant stated that Gladwin receives no 
primary service at night; that the only 
daytime primary service received in 
Gladwin is from distant stations: that 
the applicant has no intention of pro¬ 
graming the proposed station in con¬ 
junction with any other station of winch 
he is licensee: that Gladwin is located 
in a different county and different trade 
area than either Mt. Pleasant or A 
Helen; that a weekly newspaper is pub¬ 
lished In Gladwin; that, in view' of these 
circumstances, the Commission should 
grant the application without hearing 
or. if it is the Commission's policy to 
require a hearing. It is requested that 
the application be designated at an early 
date; and 

It further appearing that the Commis¬ 
sion is unable to make a determination 
in this matter on the basis of the data 
before it and is of the opinion that an 
evidentiary hearing is necessary to ob¬ 
tain complete information relative to the 
above-captioned application and the 
grounds advanced In support of the ap¬ 
plicant's request for a grant of the 
application; 

It is ordered . That, pursuant to section 
309 <b) of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended, the said application 
is designated for hearing, at a time and 
place to be specified in a subsequent 
order, upon the following Issues: 

1. To determine the areas and popu¬ 
lations which would receive primary 
service from the proposed operation and 
the availability of other primary service 
to such areas and populations. 

2. To determine the overlap which 
would exist between the service area of 
the proposed station and the service 
areas of Stations WCEN. Mt. Pleasant, 
Micliigan, and WCBQ. St. Helen. Michi¬ 
gan, of which Paul A. Brandt is the 
licensee, the nature and extent of the 
overlap, and whether such overlap is m 
contravention of 3 3.35 of the Commis¬ 
sion's rules on multiple ownership 

3. To determine, in the light of the 
evidence adduced pursuant to the fore¬ 
going issues, whether a grant of the in¬ 
stant application would serve the public 
interest, convenience and necessity. 

Jt is further ordered, That to avail 
himself of the opportunity to be heard* 
the applicant, pursuant to § 1.140 of the 
Commission's rules, in persons or by at¬ 
torney, shall, within 20 days of the mail¬ 
ing of this order, file with the Commas* 
sion in triplicate, a written appearance 
stating an intention to appear on tn 
date fixed for the hearing and present 
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evidence on the issues specified In this 

order. 

Released: July 21, 1958. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

[seal] Mary Jans Morris. 

' Secretary. 

\T R DOC. 58*-5881: Filed. July 23. 1958: 
8:8! a. m | 


| Docket No. t2534: FCC 58-8741 
South Kentucky Broadcasters (WRUS) 


ORDER DESIGNATING APPLICATION POR 
HEARING ON STATED ISSUES 


In re application of Roth E. Hook and 
Woodrow Sosh, d b as South Kentucky 
Broadcasters <WRUS>, Russellville. 
Kentucky. Docket No. 12534. File No. 
BMP-7734: for construction permit. 

At a session of the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission held at its offices in 


Washington, D. C., on the 16th day of 

July 1958; 

The Commission having under con¬ 
sideration the above-captioned applica¬ 
tion <originally filed as a modification of 
permit! for a construction permit to in¬ 
crease the power of Station WRUS, Rus¬ 
sellville. Kentucky (610 kc. 500 watts. 
Day». to 1 kilowatt: and 

It appearing that, except as indicated 
by the issues specified below, the appli¬ 
cant Is legally, technically, financially 
and otherwise qualified to operate Sta¬ 
tion WRUS as proposed, but that said 
operation would cause objectionable in¬ 
terference to Stations WTVN. Columbus, 
Ohio, and WSGN, Birmingham. Ala¬ 
bama; and that interference received by 
the instant proposal from said stations 
would affect more than 10 percent of the 
population in its normally protected pri¬ 
mary service area in contravention of 
13^28 (cj of the Commission rules: and 

It further appearing that, pursuant to 
section 309 (b) of the Communications 
Ac* of 1934, as amended, the instant ap¬ 
plicant was advised by letter dated May 
-o. 1958. of the aforementioned deflclcn- 
C w? an£ * the Commission was un¬ 
able to conclude that a grant of the 
Application would be in the public in¬ 
terest: and 


** ^rther appearing that. In a timely 
reply, the applicant stated that it would 
at a hearing on said application: 

^ther a Pi >ea ring that, after con- 
°* foregoing, the Comrnis- 
4 °* ^ opinion that a hearing on 
oe instant application is necessary; 

ana l t ordrre<1 ' That, pursuant to section 
ua 0 f lhe communications Act of 
i."! amended, the said application 
ami ^ lfrnat0<i for hearing, at a time 
orrUr ace ** ^Poo^ed in a subsequent 
order upon the following issues: 

tinn a T.°i C ? c , U * rmlnc tlle areas and popula- 
which may bo expected to gain or 

0 DerAMi? A1 7 c, servicc from thc Proposed 
operation of Station WRUS. 

Dased T !^ de l5 ,TOine whether the pro- 
lnv^J^£? tlon of 8ta tion WRUS would 
.cif 0 ?.' 1 , cc ^ ona hle interference with 
Wsov _^TVN, Columbus. Ohio, and 
4 . Birmingham, Alabama, or any 

No. 


other existing standard broadcast sta¬ 
tion, and, if so. the nature and extent 
thereof, the areas and populations af¬ 
fected thereby, and the availability of 
other primary service to such areas and 
populations. 

3. To determine whether the proposed 
operation of Station WRUS would com¬ 
ply with the provisions of S 3.28 <c> of 
the Commission rules, and. If not, 
whether circumstances exist which 
would warrant a waiver of said section. 

4. To determine, in light of the evi¬ 
dence adduced pursuant to the foregoing 
issues, whether a grant of the instant 
application would serve the public inter¬ 
est. convenience and necessity. 

It is further ordered. That Radio 
Columbus. Inc. and Winston-Salem 
Broadcasting Co., Inc., licensees of Sta¬ 
tions WTVN. Columbus, Ohio, and 
WSGN. Birmingham. Alabama, respec¬ 
tively, are made parties to the hearing; 
and 

It is further ordered, That, to avail 
themselves of the opportunity to be 
heard, the applicant and respondents 
herein, pursuant to the provisions of 
4 1.140 of the Commission rules, in per¬ 
son or by attorney, shall, within 20 days 
of the mailing of this order, flle with the 
Commission, in triplicate, a written ap¬ 
pearance stating an Intention to appear 
on the date fixed for the hearing and 
present evidence on thc Issues specified 
in this order. 

Released: July 21.1958. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

(seal] Mary Jane Morris, 

Secretary. 

(P R Doc. 58-5633; Filed. July 23. 1958; 
8:51 a. m.j 


(Docket No 12535 etc.; FCC 58-6791 
Arnold J. Stone kt al. 

ORDER DESIGNATING APPLICATIONS FOR CON¬ 
SOLIDATED HEARING ON STATED ISSUES 

In re applications of Arnold J. Stone, 
Alameda. California, Docket No. 12535. 
File No. BPH-2414; Patrick Henry and 
David D. Larsen, a Partnership. Ala¬ 
meda. California. Docket No. 12536. File 
No BPH-2437; for construction permits. 

At a session of the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission held at its offices in 
Washington, D. C, on the 16th day of 
July 1958; 

f The Commission having under consid¬ 
eration the above-captloncd applications 
of Arnold J. Stone, and Patrick Henry 
and David D. Larsen, a Partnership, for 
construction permits for new Class A 
FM broadcast stations to operate on 92.7 
megacycles. Channel No. 224. in Ala¬ 
meda. California: 

It appearing that both of the appli¬ 
cants are legally, technically, financially 
and otherwise qualified to operate their 
proposed stations, but that the opera¬ 
tions of both stations as proposed would 
result in mutually destructive interfer¬ 
ence; and 

It further appearing that pursuant to 
section 309 <b> of the Communications 
Act of 1934. as amended, the subject 


applicants were advised by letter dated 
June 10, 1958. of the aforementioned in¬ 
terference and that the Commission was 
unable to conclude that a grant of either 
application would be in thc public inter¬ 
est; and 

It further appearing that both appli¬ 
cants replied, indicating that they would 
appear at a hearing on their applica¬ 
tions: and 

It further appearing that the Commis¬ 
sion. after consideration of the above is 
of the opinion that a hearing on these 
applications is necessary; and 

It further appearing that according 
to data submitted in the application of 
Arnold J. Stone, the antenna height 
above average terrain should be 85 feet 
in place of 105.9 feet; and 

It further appearing that according 
to data submitted in thc application of 
Patrick Henry and David D. Larsen, the 
antenna height above average terrain 
should be minus 4 feet In place of minus 
2 feet: and 

It further appearing that In accord¬ 
ance with arrangements made with Bay 
Radio, licensee of standard broadcast 
station KSAY, San Francisco, California, 
Patrick Henry and David D. Larsen pro¬ 
pose to mount the PM anterma of their 
proposed station on the west tower of 
the three-tower directional antenna 
system of Station KSAY; 

It is ordered. That pursuant to section 
309(b) of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended, the said applications 
are designated for hearing in a con¬ 
solidated proceeding, at a time and place 
to be specified in a subsequent order, 
upon the following issues: 

1. To determine which of thc opera¬ 
tions proposed in the above-captioned 
applications would better serve the 
public interest in the light of the evi¬ 
dence adduced with respect to the sig¬ 
nificant differences between the appli¬ 
cants as to: 

(a) The background and experience of 
each of the above-named applicants to 
own and operate its proposed station. 

<b) Thc proposals of each of thc above- 
named applicants with respect to thc 
management and operation of the pro¬ 
posed stations. 

(c) The programming service pro¬ 
posed in each of the above-mentioned 
applications. 

2. To determine, in the light of the 
evidence adduced pursuant to the fore¬ 
going issues, which of the applications 
should be granted. 

It is further ordered. That to avail 
themselves of the opportunity to be 
heard, thc applicants herein, pursuant to 
f 1.140 <c> of the Commission’s rules, in 
person or by an attorney, shall within 20 
days of the mailing of this order, file with 
the Commission, in triplicate, a WTittcn 
appearance stating an intention to ap¬ 
pear on the date fixed for thc hearing 
and present evidence on the issues speci¬ 
fied in this order. 

It is further ordered . That in the event 
of a grant of the application of Arnold 
J. Stone the construction permit shall 
specify an antenna height above aver¬ 
age terrain of 85 feet. 

It is further ordered. That in the event 
of a grant of the application of Patrick 
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Henry and David D. Larsen the construc¬ 
tion permit shall specify an antenna 
height above average terrain ol minus 
4 feet. 

It is further ordered. That In the event 
of a grant of the application of Patrick 
Henry and David D. Larsen the construc¬ 
tion permit shall contain a condition re¬ 
quiring that Station KSAY request per¬ 
mission from the Commission to deter¬ 
mine power of KSAY by the indirect 
method: that during the installation 
period of the PM antenna KSAY shall 
maintain the directional antenna system 
as closely as possible to values appearing 
in the license; and that upon com¬ 
pletion of the installation KSAY shall 
submit sufficient data to show that the 
directional antenna pattern remains sub¬ 
stantially unchanged, but if there is any 
change in the antenna or common point 
resistance. KSAY shall submit Forms 302 
to report the change. 

It is further ordered . That the issues in 
the above-entitled proceeding may be en¬ 
larged by the Examiner, on his own 
motion or on petition properly filed by 
a party to the proceeding and upon a 
sufficient allegation of facts in support 
thereof, by the addition of the following 
issue: To determine whether the funds 
available to the applicant will give 
reasonable assurance that the proposals 
set forth in the application will be 
effectuated. 

Released: July 21.1958. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

(seal] Mary Jane Morris. 

Secretary . 

IF. R Doc. 58-5683: Filed. July 33. 1968; 
8:51 a. m.) 


(Docket Not. 12539. 12540: FCC 68-885) 
Press Wireless. Inc. 

ORDER DESIGNATING APPLICATIONS FOR 
HEARING ON STATED ISSUES 

In the matter of the applications of 
Press Wireless, Inc.. Docket No. 12539. 
File No. 2579-C4-ML-58; Docket No. 
12540. File No. 2580-C4-ML-58; for 
modification of its Centereach. N. Y., 
and Belmont. Calif., fixed public press 
station licenses to permit the handling 
of traffic specified in proposed Tariff 
F. C. C. No. 34 < International Telecon 
Service), and certain other non-press 
communications. 

At a session of the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission held at its offices in 
Washington. D. C., on the 16th day of 
July 1958; 

The Commission, having under consid¬ 
eration: 

(a> Applications filed on April 30. 
1958. as amended by letter dated June 
5. 1958. by Press Wireless. Inc. <PW> for 
modification of its Centereach. N. Y. 
(File No. 2579-C4-ML-58) and Belmont. 
Calif. (File No. 2580-C4-ML-58) fixed 
public press station licenses to permit 
the handling of traffic specified in pro¬ 
posed Tariff F. C. C. No. 34 < Interna¬ 
tional Telecon Service) and certain other 
non-press communications; 

<b) Letter dated May 6. 1958. from 
the Commission to PW requesting cer¬ 


tain additional Information relative to 
the subject applications; 

<c> Letters dated May 8. 1958. and 
May 15. 1958. from RCA Communica¬ 
tions. Inc. (RCAO and American Cable 
and Radio Corporation <AC&R>, respec¬ 
tively. opposing a grant of the subject 
applications; 

(d) Letter dated May 23. 1958. from 
PW in reply to foregoing letter of May 
6. 1958, from the Commission; 

(e) Letter dated May 26, 1958. from 
PW in reply to foregoing letters of 
AC&R and RCAC opposing a grant of 
the subject applications; 

<f) Letter dated May 29. 1958. from 
the Commission to PW pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 309 (b) of the Communications Act 
of 1934. as amended, advising as to the 
reasons it appeared the subject PW ap¬ 
plications could not be granted without 
a hearing and the proposed issues the 
Commission would consider in any such 
hearing, copies of which letter were sent 
to AC&R. RCAC. Globe Wireless. Ltd. 
(Globe), The French Telegraph Cable 
Company, The Western Union Telegraph 
Company (WU) and Tropical Radio 
Telegraph Company; 

(g) Letter dated June 5, 1958, from 
PW amending Us foregoing subject ap¬ 
plications to include specific language It 
desires in authorizations requested; 

(h) Letter dated June 9. 1958, from 
FW in reply to Commission's letter of 
May 29. 1958, raising certain questions 
with respect to the Commission's letter 
of May 29, 1958; 

(i) Letter dated June 10, 1958. from 
Globe in reply to Commission's letter of 
May 29, 1958, objecting to a grant of the 
subject applications; 

(J) Letters dated June 13, 1958, from 
AC&R and RCAC in reply to Commis¬ 
sion's letter of May 29. 1958, reiterating 
their previous objections to a grant of 
the subject applications; 

<k) Telegram dated June 17. 1958. 
from WU objecting to a grant of the 
subject applications; 

(1) Letter dated June 17, 1958, from 
Globe, objecting to the PW amendment 
of June 5. 1958; 

(m> Letter dated June 19. 1958. from 
the Commission to PW pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 309 (b) of the Communications Act 
of 1934, as amended, clarifying questions 
raised by PW in its reply of June 9. 1958. 
to the Commission's letter of May 29, 
1958. copies of which were sent to AC&R, 
Globe. RCAC and WU; 

It appearing that PW is licensed only 
in the fixed public press service; 

It further appearing that PW’s subject 
applications and proposed tariff request 
authority for the applicant to handle 
certain non-press communications of its 
press customers, including communica¬ 
tions in the fixed public service classi¬ 
fication. for which the applicant is not 
licensed; 

It further appearing that the Commis¬ 
sion. upon examination of the subject 
PW applications, and upon consideration 
of all of the foregoing, is unable to de¬ 
termine that the public interest, con¬ 
venience or necessity would be served by 
a grant of the subject applications; 

It further appearing that the two is¬ 
sues suggested for inclusion in any hear¬ 


ing herein by PW ia its foregoin? letter 
of June 9. 1958. and the issue suggested 
by RCAC in its foregoing letter of June 
13. 1958, are not necessary as they are 
covered in essence by issues **(11)” and 
“(13 >*’ herein; 

It further appearing that PW in its 
“Further Petition for Relief ' for (a) 
an immediate grant of the subject ap¬ 
plications or <b) that such applications 
and proposed tariff be set for hearing 
either before the Commission en banc or 
before an Examiner with Instructions to 
expedite the proceedings and to certify 
the record to the Commission for final 
decision, has not shown that due and 
timely execution of the Commission’s 
functions imperatively and unavoidably 
require the Commission to preside at the 
hearings herein or further that they 
require the omission of a Recommended 
or Initial Decision herein; 

ft is ordered , That pursuant to the 
provisions of section 309 <b) of the 
Communications Act of 1934. as amended, 
the above-entitled applications are 
designated for hearing at the offices of 
the Commission in Washington. D. C. 
at a time to be specified In a subsequent 
Order, upon the following issues: 

(1) The nature, capacity and ade¬ 
quacy of existing communication facili¬ 
ties furnishing service similar to that 
proposed by the applicant; 

(2) The extent of public need, if any, 
for the proposed service, including: 

(a) The extent to which the appli¬ 
cant's press customers now use interna¬ 
tional teletypewriter exchange (TELEX) 
service to transmit press traffic only, as 
presently defined in the respective 
effective applicable tariffs and the ex¬ 
tent to which such customers will use the 
proposed service for such purpose; 

(b) The extent to which the appli¬ 
cant's press customers now use TELEX 
service to transmit only traffic which 
does not come within the definition of 
press traffic as defined in the respective 
effective applicable tariffs and the ex¬ 
tent to which such customers would use 
the proposed service for such purposes; 

<c) The extent to which the appli¬ 
cant's press customers now use TELEX 
service to transmit both press ami non¬ 
press traffic in the same call and in this 
connection the relative percentage of 
press and non-press matter transmitted 
in the average TELEX call of this type 
and the extent to which such customers 
would use the proposed service for such 
purposes; and 

(d> The expected volume of telegraph 

traffic and the revenues therefrom to be 
derived from the proposed service; 

(3) The extent to which, if any. the 
applicant will be required, in order to 
provide adequate service, to use fre¬ 
quencies and facilities in addition to 
those now In use by It; 

(4) The capacity, transmission qual¬ 
ity. and scheduled hours of operation or 
the circuits related to the subject appli¬ 
cations; 

(5) The nature of any contracts, 
agreements, understandings and routing 
practices between the applicant and any 
other carrier or operating agency i* 1 con¬ 
nection with the type of service and tne 
charges therefor proposed in the subject 
applications. 
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<6i The nature of the service to be 
rendered by the applicant, including 
points, areas or countries to be served; 

• 7> The charges to be made, and the 
division of such charges, including a 
ju*tiflcaUon for its basic charge and the 
prr minute charges for service in excess 
of three minutes; 

<3* Competition in communciations 
service with the points, areas or coun¬ 
tries involved in the proposed applica¬ 
tions and the rates proposed; 

<9) The effects, if any, that a grant of 
the subject applications would have upon 
the communication services presently 
being furnished by other carriers and the 
revenues derived therefrom by such other 
carriers; 

<i0> The effects, if any. the handling 
of the proposed traffic would have upon 
the applicant's present quality of its press 
wrvlccs, including the extent to which 
the proposed service would require the 
use of personnel and facilities which 
would otherwise be devoted exclusively 
to the handling of press traffic; 

(11» Whether a grant of the subject 
applications would be consistent with the 
purpose for which the applicant was and 
mil is licensed, namely. *'a specialized 
press carrier licensed in the fixed public 
press service”; 

112> The specific terms of the author¬ 
ization sought, If the applications herein 
were to be granted; 

<13» Whether, In the light of the evi¬ 
dence adduced on the foregoing issues, 
the public Interest, convenience and ne¬ 
cessity would be served by authorizing 
the applicant to furnish the service pro¬ 
vided for in proposed Tariff F. C. C. No. 
3* (International Tclecon Service). and 
certain other non-press communications 
services requested in its letter of June 5. 
1958, Amending the subject applications. 

It U further ordered. That the Chief, 
Common Carrier Bureau. American 
Cable and Radio Corporation and its op¬ 
erating subsidiaries All America Cables 
Jhd Radio. Inc.. The Commercial Cable 
Company and Mackay Radio and Tele- 
ttaph Company. Inc., and RCA Com¬ 
munications, Inc., are made parties to 
the proceeding herein: 

ft i$ further ordered , That any United 
oiatea carrier engaged in furnishing 
overseas or foreign telegraph comm uni- 
catum service which can show it is a 
wty m interest may intervene and par- 
herein pursuant to the 
ruj^ 151ons °* * 1,104 ol ^ Commission’s 

thff !L! urt J ler ‘trtered. That a copy of 

w* caJrter^ served upon cach rc *P° nd - 

tiri! i fJ U Z^ ter <**&**> That PW’s Peti¬ 
te i? r Partlier Rc ^cf is denied, except 
re ? uest tor certification of the 
wrd to the Commission for final deci- 

rene.Ki ^? led * 1U,out Prejudice to the 
the h£\, su £ h re< iuest at the close of 

e brings herein. 

Released: July 21 . 1958. 

Fedwal Communications 
Commission. 

Mary Jane Morris. 

Secretary. 

58-5684; FUed. July 23. 1958; 
9:51 a. in.] 
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CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 

(Docket No. 93331 
Stewart Air Servxcs 

NOTICE or POSTPONEMENT OF HEARING 

In the matter of Stewart Air Service 
Enforcement Proceeding. 

Notice is hereby given that the hearing 
in the above-entitled proceeding hereto¬ 
fore assigned to be held on July 28, 195^ 
is postponed until August S. 1958, at 10:00 
a. m., e. d. s. t.. in Room E-210. Tempo¬ 
rary Building No. 5, 16th Street and 
Constitution Avenue NW.. Washington. 
D. C., before Examiner Ferdinand D. 
Moran. 

Dated at Washington. D. C.. July 18, 
1958. 

IsxalI Francis W. Brown. 

Chief Examiner. 

IF. R. Doc. $8-5063: Filed. July 23, 1058; 
8:48 a. m.) 


(Docket No. 90001 

Shulman, Inc.; Enforcement Proceeding 

NOTICE or POSTPONEMENT Of HEARING 

Notice is hereby given that the hearing 
In the above-entitled proceeding hereto¬ 
fore assigned to be held on July 28. 1958. 
is postponed until August 18. 1958. at 10 
a. m.. e. d. s. t., In Room E-210. Tempo¬ 
rary Building No. 5. 16th Street and 
Constitution Avenue NW„ Washington. 
D. C.. before Examiner Herbert K. Bryan. 

Dated at Washington. D. C.. July 18. 
1958. 

(seal! Francis W. Brown, 

Chief Examiner. 

| F. R. Doc. 58-3663: Filed. July 23, 1938; 
8:48 a. m.j 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

[Docket No. 0-12360] 

El Paso Natural Gas Co. 

NOTICE or APPLICATION AND DATE Or 
HEARING 

July 18. 1958. 

Take notice that El Paso Natural Gas 
Company (Applicant), a Delaware cor¬ 
poration with its principal place of busi¬ 
ness at El Paso, Texas, filed an applica¬ 
tion on April 8, 1957 (supplemented on 
April 17. 1957), for a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity pursuant to 
section 7 of the Natural Gas Act. author¬ 
izing construction and operation of cer¬ 
tain taps and appurtenant facilities and 
to render additional gas service to two 
of its present gas utility companies cus¬ 
tomers. Lea County Gas Company (Lea 
Gas) and Southern Union Gas Company 
(Southern) as hereinafter described sub¬ 
ject to the jurisdiction of the Commis¬ 
sion, all as more fully represented in the 
application which is on file with the 
Commission and open to public inspec¬ 
tion. 

The proposed taps and appurtenant 
facilities are for the purpose of enabling 


Applicant to make delivery of additional 
volumes of natural gas under present 
rates for the kind of services rendered 
to new domestic and commercial con¬ 
sumer customers of the two gas utility 
companies above named, and are de¬ 
scribed as follows: 

(1) A main line tap with appurte¬ 
nances, to be known as the Red Mountain 
Tap. located on Applicant's main 12- 
inch system in Luna County. New 
Mexico, to serve Lea Gas with 40.100 Mcf 
per year. 1.600 Mcf of which is for serv¬ 
ice by Lea Gas to its residential cus¬ 
tomers and the balance of 38.500 Mcf 
for irrigation pumping engine fuel to 
farmers. 

i2> Three taps with appurtenances 
hereto, to be known as the Ayers. Doran 
and Price taps, located along Applicant's 
‘main Permian-San Juan pipeline in Lea 
County, New Mexico, to serve Southern 
to enable it to resell gas to farmers for 
operation of irrigation pumping facilities 
in Luna and Lea Counties, New Mexico. 
The volumes of gas to be sold und de¬ 
livered to Southern through each of the 
Ups above named are as follows: 

Ay cm 8.000 Mcf per annum with peak day 
requirements of 72 Mcf. 

Doran 16.600 Mcf per annum with peak day 
requirement* of 130 Mcf. 

Price 42300 Mcf per annum with peak day 
requirement* of 386 Mcf. 

The estimated total cost of ail the pro¬ 
posed facilities to be constructed by 
Applicant is $1100. which will be sup¬ 
plied from funds on hand. 

The Applicant states that Lea Gas and 
Southern will construct and operate the 
facilities necessary for them to take de¬ 
livery of gas from Applicant’s facilities 
and for making distribution of the same 
to their respective customers. 

This matter is one that should be dis¬ 
posed of as promptly as possible under 
the applicable rules and regulatioas and 
to that end: 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 7 
and 15 of the Natural Gas Apt, and the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure, a hearing will be held on August 
26. 1958. at 9:30 a. m.. e. d. 8. t.. in a 
Hearing Room of the Federal Power 
Commission. 441 G Street. NW.. Wash¬ 
ington. D. C.. concerning the matters in¬ 
volved in and the issues presented by 
such application: Provided, however. 
That the Commission may. after a non- 
con tested hearing, dispose of the pro¬ 
ceedings pursuant to the provisions of 
ft 1.30 (c) (l> or (2) of the Commission's 
rules of practice and procedure. Under 
the procedure herein provided for. unless 
otherwise advised, it will be unnecessary 
for Applicant to appear or be represented 
at the hearing. 

Protests or. petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Poiver Com¬ 
mission. Washington 25. D. C.. in accord¬ 
ance with the r ules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or L10) on or before 
August 4. 1958. Failure of any party to 
appear at and participate in the hearing 
shall be construed as waiver of and con¬ 
currence in omission herein of the inter- 
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NOTICES 


mediate decision procedure In cases 
where a request therefor is made. 

(seal! Joseph H Outride. 

Secretary . 

IP. n Doc 68-5653; Plied. July 23. 1958; 
8:46 a. m | 


(Docket N Oft- 0-13160 etc ] 

Seaboard Oil Co. et al. 

ORDER FIXING DATE OF ORAL ARGUMENT 

July 17. 1958. 

In the matters of Seaboard Oil Com* 
pany et al.. Docket Nos. 0-13169 ct al.; 
and Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line 
Corporation ct al.. Docket Nos. G-13143 
et al. 

Numerous exceptions have been filed 
to the initial decision issued June 17. 
1958. by the Presiding Examiner in the 
matters of Seaboard Oil Company et 
al.. Docket Nos. G-131G9 et al.. and re¬ 
quests for oral argument thereon have 
been submitted in connection with the 
exceptions. 

On July 9.1958. an initial decision was 
issued by the Presiding Examiner in the 
matters of Transcontinental Gas Pipe 
Line Corporation et al. Docket Nos. O- 
13143 et al. The filing date for excep¬ 
tions in relation to said decision is July 
21.1958. 

It is recognized that the above-entitled 
proceedings are not consolidated but are 
inter-related. Due to the Inter-relation¬ 
ship. it is desirable in the circumstances 
and consistent with the proper adminis¬ 
tration of the Natural Gas Act that oral 
argument be had upon the decisions re¬ 
ferred to and the exceptions thereto, 
at an early date. Expeditious disposition 
of these matters is necessary in the public 
interest. 

The Commission finds: 

U) It is appropriate in the public 
interest that oral argument be held on 
the Examiner's decisions above referred 
to and the exceptions thereto as herein¬ 
after ordered. 

(2> Orderly procedure requires that 
such oral arguments be held in close 
sequence as hereinafter ordered. 

The Commission orders: 

(1) Oral argument before the Com¬ 
mission in the matters of Seaboard Oil 
Company et al.. Docket Nos. 0-13169 
et al.. be held commencing August 1.1958. 
at 10 a. m., e. d. s. t., in a hearing room 
of the Federal Power Commission, 441 
G Street NW.. Washington, D. C. 

<2) Upon completion of the oral argu¬ 
ment set forth in paragraph (1) above, 
oral argument shall be held in the mat¬ 
ters of Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line 
Corporation et al.. Docket Nos. 0-13143 
et al. 

<3) Parties permitted to participate in 
the oral argument shall be limited to 
those parties who have participated in 
the several proceedings and the oral 
argument of any party or participant 
shall be limited to the proceeding or 
proceedings in which such party shall 
have participated. The parties desir¬ 
ing oral argument shall advise the Secre¬ 
tary on or before July 25. 1958, and 


shall specify the amount of time re¬ 
quested for presentation of argument. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Joseph H. Outride, 

Secretary . 

IF. K Doc. 58-5650: Filed, July 23. 1968; 
8:46 a. m.| 


(Docket No. 0-148021 
Manufacturers Light and Heat Co. 

NOTICE or APPLICATION AND DATE OF 
HEARING 

July 18.1958. 

Take notice that on March 31. 1958, 
the Manufacturers Light and Heat Com¬ 
pany (Applicant), filed in Docket No. 
0-14802 an application, as amended on 
June 6. 1958, for a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity pursuant to 
section 7 <c) of the Natural Gas Act au¬ 
thorizing the construction and operation 
of certain natural gas facilities on Ap¬ 
plicant's transmission pipeline system 
between York. Pennsylvania, and its 
Waynesburg Compressor Station In 
Greene County, Pennsylvania, in order 
to serve the increasing requirements of 
its eastern Pennsylvania markets during 
the winter of 1958-59 and thereafter, 
all as more fully set forth in the applica¬ 
tion and supplement which arc on Ale 


with the Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

Applicant proposes to construct and 
operate the following facilities: 

il) Approximately 15.95 miles of 20- 
inch transmission pipeline looping its 
existing 12-lnch Line No. 143 from the 
Waynesburg Compressor Station in 
Greene County. Pennsylvania, to a point 
near Masontown, Pennsylvania; 

(2) Approximately 18 miles of 20- 
inch transmission pipeline from Abbots- 
town to York, Pennsylvania, paralleling 
a portion of Applicant's old “oil line sys- 
t-em" now used for natural gas service; 
and 

<3> A regulator station at East Berlin, 
In Adams County, Pennsylvania. where 
the proposed 18-mile line will connect 
with the old oil Une system. 

The proposed construction will be com¬ 
bined with contemplated future con¬ 
struction in 1959 and 1960 to form a new 
pipeline extending from Applicant's 
sources of supply in western Pennsyl¬ 
vania and northern West Virginia to a 
port of its eastern markets which are 
presently supplied through Applicant'! 
“oil line system" and its Port Jervis Une. 
Due to size, age and condition of the 'oil 
line system", operation thereof is re¬ 
stricted to a maximum pressure limita¬ 
tion of 250 psia which limits the volumes 
of gas that can be transported through 
it. 

The estimated requirements of Appil- 
cant's eastern market arc as follows; 
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With the facilities proposed in this 
application. Applicant shows that it can 
eliminate prospective deficiencies on its 
“oil line system" through 1958-59, with 
normal industrial curtailment. 

The estimated total capital cost of the 
proposed facilities is $3,047,000 which 
will be financed as part of Applicant s 
overall 1958 construction program 
through issuance and sale of securities 
and promissory notes to Applicant's par¬ 
ent. The Columbia Gas System. Inc. 

This matter is one that should be dis¬ 
posed of as promptly as possible under 
the applicable rules and regulations and 
to that end: 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
the jurisdiction conferred upon the Fed¬ 
eral Powder Commission by sections 7 
and 15 of the Natural Gas Act. and the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure. a hearing will be held on August 
19. 1958, at 9:30 a. m . e. d. s. L. in a 
Hearing Room of the Federal Power 
Commission. 441 G Street NW.. Washing¬ 
ton, D. C„ concerning the matters in¬ 
volved In and the issues presented by 
such application: Provided. however , 
That the Commission may, after a non- 
contested hearing, dispose of the pro¬ 
ceedings pursuant to the provisions of 
i 1.30 (c) (1) or (2) of the Commission's 
rules of practice and procedure. Under 
the procedure herein provided for, unless 
otherwise advised, it will be unnecessary 
for Applicant to appear or be represented 
at the hearing. 


Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Commis¬ 
sion. Washington 25, D. C., in accordance 
with the rules of practice and procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) on or before August 
8, 1958. Failure of any party to appear 
at and participate in the hearing shall 
be construed as waiver of and concur¬ 
rence In omission herein of the inter¬ 
mediate decision procedure in case* 
where a request therefor is made. 

(seal! Joseph H. Gutripl 

Secretary . 

[F. R. Doc. 58-5651: Filed. July 23. ID* 

8:46 a. m.) 


(Docket No. 0-14844 tlC.J 
Harry Wines rr al. 

NOTICE OF APPLICATIONS AND DATE OF 
HEARING 

July 17, 1958, 

In the matters of Harry Wines. Docket 
No. 0-14844; Sinclair Oil ft Oas Com¬ 
pany/ Docket No. G-14902; Pan Ameri¬ 
can Petroleum Corporation,* Docket N6. 
0-14922; Humble Oil ft Refining Com¬ 
pany.’ 4 Docket No. G-14967; Phillip* 
Petroleum Company. 4 Docket No. 0- 
14974; Reuel W. Little, 4 Docket No. O; 
15041; Falrman Drilling Company et ah 
Docket No. 0-15078; D. W. Pickett, 
Docket No. 0-15102. 


See footnote* ftt end of document. 
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Take notice that each of the above 
designated parties, hereinafter referred 
to os Applicants, has filed an application 
for a certificate of public convenience 
and necessity, pursuant to section Tof 
the Natural Gas Act. authorizing the sale 
of natural gas as hereinafter described, 
subject to the jurisdiction of the Com¬ 
mission, all as more fully presented In the 
respective applications which are on file 
with the Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

Applicants produce and propose to sell 
natural gas for transportation in inter¬ 
state commerce for resale as indicated 

below: 

Docket So.; Location of Field; and Purchaser 

0-14844; Collin* Settlement District. Lewis 
County. W. Vv: Equitable Gas Company. 

0-14902: Farnsworth Field. Ochiltree 
County. Tex; Northern Natural Gas Com- 
pony 

0-14023: Lake St. John Field, Tensas 
Parish. La.: Tensas Gathering Corporation 
(for resale to Olln Gas Transmission Corpo¬ 
ration i. 

0-14067; Florence Field Vermilion Parish. 
Is ; United Fuel Gas Company. 

0-14074; Hugo ton Field. Seward County. 
Ksm; Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Com- 

j»»y. 

0-15041; Keyes Field, Cimarron County. 
Okls; Colorado Interstate Gas Company. 

0-15078; Luthertburg-Deemer Field. Clear¬ 
field Couftty. Pa.; New York State Natural 

Os* Corporation. 

0-15102; Cliloolete Creek. Lavaca County, 
Ttt : Texas Eastern Transmission Corpora¬ 
tion < assignee of Wilcox Trend Gathering 

fiystem, Idcl). 


These related matters should be heard 
on a consolidated record and disposed 
of os promptly as possible under the ap¬ 
plicable rules and regulations and to that 

end; 


Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
the Jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 7 
find 15 of the Natural Gas Act, and the 
Commission's rules of practice and proce¬ 
dure, a hearing will bo held on September 
10.1958. at 9:30 a. m., e. d. s. t.. in a Hear¬ 
ing Room of the Federal Power Commis¬ 
sion. 441 O Street NW., Washington. 
P* concerning the matters involved 
in and the issues presented by such ap¬ 
plication: Provided , however, That the 
commission may, after a non-contested 
nearing, dispose of the proceedings pur¬ 
suant to the provisions of ft 1.30 <c> <1> 
or of the Commission’s rules of prac¬ 
tice and procedure. Under the procedure 
Provided for. unless otherwise ad- 
** unnecessary for AppU- 
l *J t0 n PPear or be represented at the 


fJnu. if 8 ** or P°Mlons to intervene may 
^rir£ wUh 1110 Pedcral Power Cornmls- 
Washington 25. D. C.. in accordance 
of practice and procedure 
2 a to-? ^ or l on or before August 

at ot a ny party to appear 

L P arti ^Patc in the hearing shall 
** salver of and concur- 
diata oml ^lon herein of the interme- 
Procedure in cases where 
* rw iu<*t therefor is made. 


Joseph IL Gutride. 

Secretary. 

to 11 Umltad to formation* down 

P of tho Mississippi Limestone Zone. 


On June 3, 1958. Applicant filed a statement 
Invoking the provision* oX | 157.26 for 
temporary authorization. 

■Pan American Petroleum Corporation, 
nonoperator. U filing for it* 35 percent work¬ 
ing Interest In the Craft Brothers Lease and 
Is the only signatory seller party to the gas 
sales contract dated February 17, 1058. 

•The gas sales contract limits production 
to depth* from surface of ground down to 
bases of the Trahan and Florence Sands in 
the north and south segments of the subject 
field, respectively. 

•Oulf Interstate will transport the lubject 
gas for the account of United Fuel commin¬ 
gled with Its other gas supplies for rede- 
11 very into United Fuel's facilities at points 
In Kentucky. Gulf Interstate received au¬ 
thorization in Docket No. 0-2058 to con¬ 
struct and operate the facilities necessary 
to enable it to take gas from the subject 
area. 

‘Phillips Petroleum Company, non opera¬ 
tor. la filing for Us 25 percent working 
interest in production from the Southwest¬ 
ern-Collins Unit and is the only signatory 
seller party to the gas sales contract dated 
February 1, 1958. Application states that 
deliveries of Applicant's gas are presently 
being made by Southwestern Exploration 
Company, Operator, pursuant to the latter's 
gas sales contract with Panhandle Eastern 
dated October 1. 1057, to which contract 
Phillips la not a signatory party. Phillips 
has negotiated the subject contract to dis¬ 
pose of its share of the production. South¬ 
western has applied for authorization to sell 
gas produced from the subject unit In 
pending Docket No. 0-14147 Temporary 
authorization was issued to Southwestern 
pursuant to f 157.28 by airmail letter dated 
January 15, 1958. 

• Rcuci W Little Is filing for his 5 494 
percent working Interest in the Barrick Well 
No. 1. 

• Falrman Drilling Company, a partnership 
consisting of Hermes H. Falrman. Harry H. 
Falrman. Ernest E. Falrman. Boy R- Falrman. 
MUo M. Falrman. Earl F. Falrman. Frank F. 
Falrman and Hubert 8. Griffiths, ts filing for 
Itself and on behalf of the co-owner, William 
C. Hum. All above-named partners and W. 
C. Hum ore signatory seller parties to the 
gas sales contract dated February 17. 1958. 

•Production ts limited to horizons down 
to and including depth of 3.236 feet below 
surface. 

• Gas will be delivered Into the facilities 
of Wilcox for rcdellvery to Texas Eastern at 
Provident City. Texas. Wilcox has received 
authorization in Docket No. G-10840 to con¬ 
struct and operate facilities to enable it to 
take gas from the subject area. Texas 
Eastern transports such gas in Interstate 
commerce for resale. 

|F. R. Doc 58-5649: Filed. July 23. 1950; 

8:46 a. tn.| 


| Docket No. 0-154511 
Republic Natural Gas Co. rr al 

ORDER FOR HEARING AND SUSPENDING PRO¬ 
POSED CHANGES IN RATES 

July 18,1958. 

Republic Natural Gas Company et al. 
(Republic! on June 19. 1958. tendered 
for filing proposed changes in the pres¬ 
ently effective rate schedules for sales 
of natural gas subject to the Jurisdic¬ 
tion of the Commission. The proposed 
changes, which constitute increased 
rates and charges, arc contained in the 
following designated filings: 

Description: Notices of Change, dated 
June 18. 1958. 

Purchaser: Northern Natural Gas Com¬ 
pany. 


Rate schedule designation: Supplement 
No. 5 to Republic's FPC Gas Rate Schedule 
No. 8: Supplement No. 7 to Republic's FPC 
Gas Rate Schedule No. 9 

Effective date: July 20. 1958 (effective date 
ts the first day after expiration of the re¬ 
quired thirty days* notice ) • 

In support of the two proposed rede¬ 
termined rate Increases, Republic sub¬ 
mits copies of the arbitration award and 
avers that such is consistent with the 
covenants of the gas sales contract and 
that such provision is necessary to insure 
a just and reasonable price for the gas 
and a fair return for the seller. 

The increased rates and charges so 
proposed have not been shown to be 
justified, and may be unjust, unreason¬ 
able. unduly discriminatory, or prefer¬ 
ential. or otherwise unlawful. 

The Commission finds: It is necessary 
and proper in the public Interest and to 
aid in the enforcement of the provisions 
of the Natural Gas Act that the Com¬ 
mission enter upon a hearing concerning 
the lawfulness of the said proposed 
changes, and that Supplement No. 5 to 
Republic’s FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 8 
and Supplement No. 7 to Republic’s FPC 
Oas Rate Schedule No. 9 be suspended 
and the use thereof deferred as here¬ 
inafter ordered. 

The Commission orders: 

<A> Pursuant to the authority of the 
Natural Gas Act. particularly sections 
4 and 15 thereof, the Commission's rules 
of practice and procedure, and the reg¬ 
ulations under the Natural Gas Act (18 
CFR Ch. I). a public hearing be held 
upon a date to be fixed by notice from 
the Secretary concerning the lawfulness 
of the proposed increased rates and 
charges contained in Supplement No. 5 
to Republic's FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 
8 and Supplement No. 7 to Republic’s 
FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 9. 

Pending such hearing and deci¬ 
sion thereon, said supplements be and 
they are each hereby suspended and the 
use thereof deferred until December 20. 
1958, and until such further time as they 
arc made effective in the manner pre¬ 
scribed by the Natural Gas Act. 

<C> Neither the supplements hereby 
suspended, nor the rate schedules sought 
to be altered thereby, shall be changed 
until this proceeding has been disposed 
of or until the periods of suspension have 
expired, unless otherwise ordered by the 
Commission. 

(D> Interested State commissions may 
participate as provided by 94 1.8 and 1.37 
<fi of the Commis sion s rules of practice 
and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 and 1.37 (f) )• 

By the Commission. 

(seal! Joseph H. Gutride, 

Secretary. 

IF. H Doc 58-5657; Filed. July 23. 1958; 

8:47 a. m | 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

9 (No 32255 (Sub-No. J) J 

Montana Intrastate Freight Rates and 
Charges 

At a session of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission, Division 2, held at its 
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office In Washington. D. C., on the 11th 
day of July A. D. 1958. 

It appearing that in Ex Parte No. 212, 
Increased Freight RAtes. 1958, decided 
February 11. 1958, the Commission au¬ 
thorized carriers subject to the Inter¬ 
state Commerce Act. parties thereto, to 
make certain increases In their freight 
rates and charges for Interstate applica¬ 
tion throughout the United States, and 
that increases under such authorization 
have been made, subject to investigation 
of the lawfulness of such rates and 
charges and the remedial provisions of 
the Interstate Commerce Act; 

It further appearing that on April 14, 
1958, the Commission, by division 2. en¬ 
tered an order instituting an investiga¬ 
tion under section 13 of the Interstate 
Commerce Act of the Montana intrastate 
freight rates and charges, docketed as 
No. 32255. as a result of a petition Tiled 
on August 19. 1957. prior to the Com¬ 
mission's decision in Ex Parte No. 212. 
by the Chicago. Burlington L Quincy 
Railroad Company and other common 
carriers by railroad operating to. from 
and between points in the State of Mon¬ 
tana. alleging that the Board of Railroad 
Commissioners of the State of Montana 
has failed to authorize or permit peti¬ 
tioners to establish for interstate traffic 
on their railroads in Montana increases 
in freight rates and charges correspond¬ 
ing to those authorized by this Commis¬ 
sion in Ex Parte No. 196, Increased 
Freight Rates, 1956. 298 I. C. C. 279. and 
Ex Parte No. 206. Increased Freight Rates 
and Charges. Eastern, Western and 
Southern Territories. 1956-1957, 299 

I. C. C. 429. 299 L C. C. 557. and 300 
L C. C. 633. 

It further appearing that a petition 
was filed on June 2, 1958. with this Com¬ 
mission in which petitioners aver that in 
addition to the increases authorized in 
Ex Parte No. 196 and Ex Parte No. 206, 
supra, the rates and charges which peti¬ 
tioners arc required by the Board of Rail¬ 
road Commissioners of the State of 
Montana to maintain for the Interstate 
transportation of property upon their 
railroads in Montana do not include in¬ 
creases authorized by this Commission in 
No. 212. supra, and made by petitioners 
on Interstate traffic, and they request the 
Commission to institute an investigation 
under section 13 and combine the investi¬ 
gation in this matter with the investiga¬ 
tion in Docket No. 32255 and that a 
hearing be held at the same time and 
place upon a Joint record, reserving Juris¬ 
diction, however, in its order affecting Ex 
Parte No, 212 increases as applied to 
Montana intrastate rates and charges for 
the purpose of altering the same in ac¬ 
cordance with any final order which may 
be entered by the Commission In Ex Parte 
No. 212, supra: 

And it further appearing that there has 
been brought in issue by the said petition 
rates and charges made or Imposed by 
authority of the State of Montana, and 
that the Board of Railroad Commis¬ 
sioners of the 8tate of Montana on June 
20, 1958, filed an answer to the petition: 

It is ordered, That In response to the 
said petition, an investigation be. and 
H is hereby, instituted and docketed as 


No. 32255 (Sub-No. 1). and that a hear¬ 
ing be held therein for the purpose of 
receiving evidence from the respondents 
hereinafter designated and any other 
interested parties to determine whether 
the rates and charges of the common 
carriers by railroad, or any of them, 
operating in the State of Montana, for 
the intrastate transportation of prop¬ 
erty. made or imposed by authority of 
the State of Montana, cause or will 
cause, by reason of the failure of such 
rates and charges to include increases 
corresponding to those permitted by this 
Commission for interstate traffic In Ex 
Parte No. 212, supra, any undue or un¬ 
reasonable advantage, preference, or 
prejudice, as between persons or locali¬ 
ties in intrastate commerce, on the one 
hand, and interstate or foreign com¬ 
merce. on the other hand, or any undue, 
unreasonable, or unjust discrimination 
against interstate or foreign commerce 
in violation of section 13 of the Interstate 
Commerce Act. and to determine what 
rates and charges, if any. or what maxi¬ 
mum or minimum, or maximum and 
minimum, rates and charges shall be 
prescribed to remove the unlawful ad¬ 
vantage. preference, prejudice, or dis¬ 
crimination, if any, that may be found 
to exist; 

It is further ordered. That all common 
carriers by railroad operating within the 
State of Montana, which arc subject to 
the jurisdiction of this Commission, be. 
and they ore hereby, made respondents 
to this proceeding; that a copy of this 
order be served upon each of the said 
respondents, and that the State of Mon¬ 
tana be notified of the proceeding by 
sending copies of this order and of said 
petition by registered mail to the Gov¬ 
ernor of the said State, and to the Board 
of Railroad Commissioners of the State 
of Montana at Helena. Mont.; 

It is further ordered, That notice of 
this proceeding be given to the public by 
depositing a copy of this order In the 
office of the Secretary of the Commis¬ 
sion at Washington, D. C.. for public in¬ 
spection, and by filing a copy with the 
Director, Division of the Federal Regis¬ 
ter. Washington. D. C.; 

And it is further ordered, That this 
proceeding be assigned tor hearing with 
Docket No. 32255 at such time and place 
as the Commission may hereafter desig¬ 
nate. 

By the Commission, division 2. 

I seal I Hajtold D McCoy, 

•Secretory. 

|P R. Doc. 56-5658; Filed. July 23. 1958; 

8 48 a. m 1 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

(File Np. 2-79501 
Sprf.ckels Companies 
NOTICE or APPLICATION FOR EXEMPTION 
July 17.1958. 

Notice Is hereby given that Spreckels 
Companies, a California corporation 
("applicant") has filed an application 


pursuant to Rule 15d-20 of the general 
rules and regulations under the Securi¬ 
ties Exchange Act of 1934 ("act") (17 
CFR 240.15d~20> for an order exempting 
the issuer from the operation of section 
15 id) of the act with respect to the duty 
to file any reports required by that sec¬ 
tion and the rules and regulations there¬ 
under. 

Rule 15d-20 permits the Commission, 
upon application and subject to appro¬ 
priate terms and conditions, to exempt 
an issuer from the duty to file annual 
and other periodic reports if the Com¬ 
mission finds that all of the outstanding 
securities of the issuer are held of record, 
as therein defined, that the number of 
such record holders does not exceed 50 
persons and that the filing of such re¬ 
ports is not necessary in the public in¬ 
terest or for the protection of investors. 

The application states with respect to 
the request for exemption from the re¬ 
porting requirements of section 15 <d> 
of the act. as follows: 

(1) All of applicant's outstanding se¬ 
curities are held of record and consist 
only of 369,461 shares of capital stock, 
all of which are held of record by 13 
persons and there are believed to be not 
more .tilan 19 beneficial owner s 

<2> Applicant's stock is closely held 
with three persons owning 96 percent, 
and is not actively traded. 

(3) All of the applicant's stockholders 
are furnished annual reports containing 
financial statements certified by inde¬ 
pendent public accountants. 

(4) Information contained in iinan- 
cial statements and schedules now filed 
by applicant will to a large extent con¬ 
tinue to be filed by its parent, The Amer¬ 
ican Sugar Refining Company. 

(5) The filing by applicant of the re¬ 
ports required by section 15 <d) of the 
act and the rules and regulations there¬ 
under is not necessary in the public in¬ 
terest or for the protection of investors. 

Notice is further given that an order 
granting the application upon such 
terms and conditions os the Commission 
may deem necessary or appropriate may 
be issued by the Commission at any time 
on or after August 8, 1958. unless prior 
thereto a hearing is ordered by the Cora- 
msision. Any interested persons, may. 
not later than August 6. 1958 at 5:30 
p. m., e. d. s. t., submit to the Commission 
in writing his views or any additional 
facts bearing upon the application or the 
desirability of a hearing thereon, or re¬ 
quest the Commission In writing that a 
hearing be held thereon. Any such com¬ 
munication or request should be ad¬ 
dressed: Secretary, Securities ami Ex¬ 
change Commission. Washington -5, 
D. C., and should state briefly the nature 
of the interest of the person submitting 
such information or requesting a hear¬ 
ing. the reasons for such request, ana 
the Issues of fact or law raised by the 
application which he desires to contro¬ 
vert. 

By the Commission. 

(SEAL) NELLYE A. THORS™. 

Assistant Secretary. 

(F, R. Doc. 58-5653; Filed. July 23. W* 
8:47 a. m.J 
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SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRA¬ 
TION 

1 Delegation of Authority No. 30-VIX-l 
(Hoy. 1), Arndt. 1J 

Chief. Financial Assistance Division 
dei.kcation or authority relating to 

FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE FUNCTIONS 

Delegation of Authority No. 30-VII-l 
iRevision l>, 23 F. R. 2988. is hereby 

amendi'd by: 

Deleting Part II In its entirety and 
lutetituUng the following in lieu thereof: 

n The authority delegated herein 
may not be redelegatcd with the excep¬ 
tion of I. B. 

Dated: June 24. 1958. 

George E. Hale. 

Acting Regional Director, 
Chicago Regional Office . 

IK. R Doc 38-5854; Filed. July 23. 1058; 

8:47 a. m.J 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

Office of Alien Property 

Nelly Jahreiss-Codoni 

NOTICE or INTENTION TO RETURN VESTED 
PROPERTY 

Pursuant to section 32 (f) of the 
Trading With the Enemy Act. as 
amended, notice Is hereby given of inten¬ 
tion to return, on or after 30 days from 
the date of publication hereof, the fol¬ 
lowing property, subject to any increase 
or decrease resulting from the admin¬ 
istration thereof prior to return, and 
after adequate provision for taxes and 
conservatory expenses: 

Claimant, Claim No., Property, and Location 

KeUy J.-.hreijM-Codonl. Thoune, Switzer¬ 
land: Claim No 63888; $89.50 In the Treasury 
« tho United States. Vesting Order No. 

17003. 

Executed at Washington. D. C.. on 

July 17.1958, 

For the Attorney General. 

Isxali Paul V. Myron. 

Deputy Director, 
Office of Alien Property. 

t F R Ooc 58-5680; Filed. July 23. 1958; 
8:48 a. m | 


Societa Anonima Produzione Esercizi 
ClNElfATOGFAPICI 

notice or intention to RETURN VESTED 
property 

Pursuant to section 32 <f> of the 
the Enemy Act. as 
y aended (50 U. 8. C. App. 22 it)), notice 
nereby given of intention to return, 
30 days the date of 

mv i ^ on hereof. the following prop- 
In Washi ^8ton, D. C., and 
Da^ profits recoverable for 

ou/t* rta * cment thereof, after ade- 
tory exjSnaaer^ * 0r * axes conserva- 


Clalmant, Claim No., and Property 

8ocieta Anonima Produzione* Eserclzl 
Clncmatograflcl. Rome. Italy; Claim No. 
42624; $306.28 in the Treasury of the United 
States and all right, title, and Interest of 
tho Attorney Genera! of the United States, 
acquired by Vesting Order No. 3943. In and 
to the Italian language motion picture en¬ 
titled Vogilo Vlvcre Con Letlzla. together 
with negative and positive prints. If any. of 
this Italian language motion picture held by 
the said Attorney Oenerai. 

Executed at Washington, D. C., on 
July 17. 1958. 

For the Attorney General 

[seal! Paul V. Myron. 

Deputy Director , 
Office of Alien Property . 

IF. R, Doc. 58-5601; Filed. July 23. 1958; 

• 8:48 a. m ] 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 

Wage and Hour Division 

Learner Employment Certificates 

ISSUANCE TO VARIOUS INDUSTRIES 

Notice Is hereby given that pursuant to 
section 14 of the Fair Labor Standards 
Act of 1938 (52 Stat. 1080. as amended; 
29 U. 8. C. 201 et seq.), the regulations 
on employment of learners <29 CFR 
Part 522). and Administrative Order No. 
485 (23 F. R. 200), the firms listed In 
this notice have been issued special cer¬ 
tificates authorizing the employment of 
learners at hourly wage rates lower than 
the minimum wage rates otherwise 
applicable under section 6 of the act. 
The effective and expiration dates, oc¬ 
cupations. wage rates, number or pro¬ 
portion of learners, learning periods, and 
the principal product manufactured by 
the employer for certificates Issued under 
general learner regulations <8$ 522.1 to 
522.11) are as Indicated below. Condi¬ 
tions provided In certificates issued under 
special industry regulations are as estab¬ 
lished in these regulations. 

Apparel Industry Learner Regulations 
f 29 CFR 522.1 to 522.11. as amended, and 
29 CFR 522.20 to 522.24. as amended). 

The following learner certificates were 
issued authorizing the employment of 
10 percent of the total number of fac¬ 
tory production workers for norma! labor 
turnover purposes. The effective and ex¬ 
piration dates are Indicated. 

AdanisvUlt* Garment Oo.. Inc., Adamiivllle. 
Tenn.: effective 7-11-56 to 7-10-59 (men's 
and boys’ sport shirts) • 

Allen craft Corporation. 217 South Church 
8trcet, Murfreesboro. Tenn.; effective 7-0-58 
to 7-8-59 (men's and boys* sport shirts). 

Blue Bell. Incorporated. Madison. Va.; ef¬ 
fective 7-14-58 to 7-13-59 (kiddies’ overalls, 
boxer long dungaree *). 

Colonial Shirt Corporation, Woodbury. 
Tcnn.; effective 7-21-58 to 7-20-89 (dress and 
■port shirts). 

Dillon Manufacturing Co„ Dillon. S. C.; 
effective 7-9-58 to 7-8-59 (ladles' cotton 
house dresses). 

E & W Manufacturing Co . of Yazoo City. 
Yauaoo City. Miss.; effective 7-21-68 to 
7-20-59; workers engaged In the production 
of pajamas (men’s, boys’ and women’s 
pajamas). 


Morris Freezer A Co.. Inc., 1200 Weat Main 
8treet, Wythevlile. Va.; effective 7-19-58 to 
7-18-59 (boys’ woven shirts). 

Hunter Sadler Co,. Strauss Street. Tupelo. 
Mlaa ; effective 7-18-58 to 7-15-59 (Jackets, 
•port shirts). 

The Moyer Co.. 18 North Walnut Street. 
Youngstown. Ohio; effective 7-14-58 to 
7-13-59 (men's slacks). 

Tlo Tac Co„ Inc.. Dicey Creek Rd . RFD No. 
2. Camden. S. C.; effective 7-18-58 to 7-17-59 
(children’s overwear). 

Toby Manufacturing Co.. Inc., 620 Frank¬ 
lin Avcuue. Essex. Baltimore. Md.; effective 
7-28-58 to 7-27-59 (work ponte). 

Tropical Garment Manufacturing Co . 2508 
Ivy Street, Tampa. Fla.; effective 7-14-58 to 
7-18-59 (men’s shorts, sport and work shirts). 

Wythe Shirt Manufacturing Corp., Wrst 
Spring Street. Wythevlile. Vo.; effective 
7-19-58 to 7-18-59 (boys’ shirts). 

The following learner certificates were 
issued for normal labor turnover pur¬ 
poses. The effective and expiration 
dates and the number of learners au¬ 
thorized are indicated. 

Alpha Sportswear, 4143 East Speedway, 
Tucson. Arte.; effective 7-9-58 to 7-8-59; five 
learners (two ploce separates—skirts and 
blouses). 

Hendel Manufacturing Co.. 41 Huntington 
Street. New London. Conn.; effective 7-14-58 
to 7-13-69; seveu learners (walking shorts, 
gym shorts, jackets). 

Samuel Meitner, d/b/a The Liberty Co., 
East Front Street., Dyer. Tenn.; effective 7- 
15-58 to 7-14-59; 10 learners (men’s and 
boys* pajamas, and robes). 

Mitchell Garment Co., Inc.. FarmvUle, Va: 
effective 7-14-58 to 7-13-59; live learners 
(children's wash dresses). 

The More Manufacturing Co., Marlsss, Ill.; 
effective 7-10-58 to 7-9-59; 10 learners 

(ladles’apparel). 

Myles Manufacturing Co., Pennaboro. W 
Va.; effective 7-14-68 to 1-11-59; 10 learners 
(replacement certificate) (women’s cotton 
blouses and pajamas). 

The following learner certificates were 
lasued for plant expansion purposes. The 
effective and expiration dates and the 
number of learners authorized are Indi¬ 
cated. 

Adamsvllle Garment Co.. Inc.. Adamsvitle. 
Tenn.; effective 7-11-50 to 1-10-59; 10 le&rn- 
ers (men's and boys* sport shirts). 

Blue Bell. Incorporated. Madison. Va: ef¬ 
fective 7-14-58 to 1-13-59; 25 loamcrs 

(kiddles' overalls, boxer long dungarees). 

Hickman Garment Corporation. Hickman. 
Ky ; effective 7-14-58 to 1-13-59, 15 learners 
(kiddie Jackets). 

Samuel Meltzor. d/b/a The Liberty Co. 
East Front Street, Dyer, Tenn.: effective 7- 
15 58 to 1-14-59; 16 learners (men’s and boys' 
pajamas and robes). 

Tic Tac Oo.. Inc., Diccy Creek Road. RFD 
No. 2. Camden. 8. C.; effective 7-15-58 to 
1-14-59; 20 learners (children’s outerwear). 

Willi a moon-Dickie Manufacturing Co.. 
Balnbrldge. Os.; effective 7-7-58 to 1-8-59; 
20 learners (men’s and boys' cotton work 
pants). 

Williamson-Dickie Manufacturing Co. 
Eagle Pass. Tbx.; effective 7-7-58 to 1-8-59; 
20 learners (denim dungarees and Jackets). 

Cigar Industry Learner Regulations 
<29 CFR 522 1 to 522.11, as amended, 
and 29 CFR 522.80 to 522.85, os 
amended). 

Henze Cigar Co.. 109 South Eighth Street, 
Connellsvllle. Pa.; effective 7-14-58 to 
7-13-59; 8 learners for normal labor turn¬ 
over purposes (hand made Italian cigars). 
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Hosiery Industry Learner Regulations 
(29 CFR 522.1 to 522.11, as amended, and 
29 CFR 522.40 to 622.43, as amended), 

Adnmfi-MlllU Corp.. Bodenhomer Street, 
Kernersvllle, N. C.; efTecUve 7-14-58 to 
7-13'59; five percent of Ui* total number of 
factory production workers far normal labor 
turnover purpose* (seamless). 

Mayo Knitting Mill. Inc,. Tarboro. N. C.; 
effective 7-22-58 to 7-21-59; live percent of 
the total number of factory production 
workers for normal labor turnover purpose* 
(seamless). 

Knitted We ar In dustry Learner Regu¬ 
lations (29 CF R 52 2.1 to 522.11. as 
amended, and 29 CFR 522.30 to 522.35, as 
amended). 

Barberry Knitting Mills. Inc.. 42 Franklin 
Street. Lakeport. N. H.; effective 7-11-58 to 
7-10-69; five percent of the total number of 
factory production workers for normal labor 
turnover purposes (sweaters). 

Lawrence Manufacturing Corp., 593 East 
Main Street. Ephrata. Pa.; effective 7-10-58 
to 1-9-69; 10 learner* for plant expansion 
purposes (gowns, pajamas, bcdjackeu. robes, 
etc.). 

Wonder knit Corp.. East Virginia Street. 
Oalux. Vs.; effective .7-7-58 to 1-0-59; 10 
learners, for plant expansion purposes (knit 
outerwear). 


Independent T e 1 e p h one Industry 
Learner Regulations (29 CFR 522.1 to 
522.11, as amended, and 29 CFR 522.70 
to 522.74. as amended). 

Citizens Telephone Corp, Warren. Ind., 
effective 7-14-58 to 7-13-59. 

Regulations Applicable to the Em¬ 
ployment of Learners <29 CFR 522.1 to 
522.11, as amended). 

Lauhala Sportswear Co. 1722 Kalakaua 
Avenue. Honolulu. Hawaii; effective 7-14-58 
to 7-13-59; three learners for normal labor 
turnover purposes In the occupation of sew¬ 
ing machine operator, for a learning period 
of 480 hours, at the rates of at least 80 cent* 
an hour for the first 320 hours and not leas 
than 85 cents an hour for the remaining 160 
hours (women's and children's dresses, men's 
shorts). 

Rachman Manufacturing Co.. 1135 Moss 
6trcet, Reading. Pa; effective 7-14-58 to 
1-13-69; five percent of the total number of 
factory production workers for normal labor 
turnover purposes, in the occupation of sew¬ 
ing machine operator, for a learning period 
of 480 hours at the rotes of at least 90 cents 
an hour for the first 280 hours, and not less 
than 95 cents an hour for the remaining 200 
hours (nary uniforms). 


Each learner certificate has been 
Issued upon the representations of the 
employer which, among other things, 
were that employment of learners at sub- 
minimum rates is necessary in order to 
prevent curtailment of opportunities for 
employment, and that experienced work¬ 
ers for the learner occupations are not 
available. The certificates may be an¬ 
nulled or withdrawn, as indicated 
therein, in the manner provided in Part 
528 of Title 29 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations. Any person aggrieved by 
the issuance of any of these certiHeates 
may seek a review or reconsideration 
thereof within fifteen days after publi¬ 
cation of this notice in the Flolhai 
Register pursuant to the provisions of 
29 CFR 522.9. 

Signed at Washington. D. C., this 15th 
day of July 1958. 

Milton Brook*. 

Authorized Representative 
of the Administrator. 

(F. R Doc. 58-5648; Filed. July 23. 19M; 

8:45 a. m.| 






